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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Tue occurrence of the Easter holidays has unavoidably 
retarded, to some extent, the progress of operations against 
the Land Transfer Bill, but good work has already been done, 
and we do not doubt that matters will now be actively pushed 
forward by the country law societies. Solicitors throughout the 
country must remember that upon their present and immediate 
efforts will practically depend the fate of the Bill. The Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society may be depended on to do their 
utmost in the way of leading the opposition, but ualess within 
a short time after Parliament reassembles the organizations in 
the various districts have completed their work, there will be 
danger of the Bill being rushed through its earlier stages in the 
House of Commons. No solicitors will desire to be considered 
so utterly indifferent to the interests of themselves and their 
brethren—and, we will add, of their clients—as to neglect to 





take the steps advised by the Incorporated Law Society. 





WE pse.teve that official intimation has been received that 
| at the commencement of the Easter tg these Justice Kay 
will resume his duties as a member of the Court of Appeal. 





Previousty To the commencement of the Hilary Sittings it 
was announced that Mr. Justice Barnes was expected to resume 
his judicial duties about the middle of those sittings. This 
expectation was, unfortunately, not realized, and now it is stated 
that Mr. Justice Bruce is to take the place of Mr. Justice 
Barnzs during the whole of the Easter Sittings. 





Tue two pivisions of the Court of Ap will have a larger 
number of cases than usual before them for the Easter Sittings. 
There are, in all, 120 appeals; of these, 44 are final and 3 
interlocutory from the ee | Division. From the Queen’s 
Bench Division there are 47 final and 12 interlocutory appeals ; 
there are also 9 cases in the New Trial paper and 3 Admiralty 
appeals to be heard with assessors, and 2 Bankruptcy ap 
At the commencement of the Hilary Sittings the total number of 
appeals was 81, and a year ago 89, 





In THE cavsE BooKs of the O Division there are 109 
cases before Mr. Justice Currry, 114 before Mr. Justice Norrn, 
82 before Mr. Justice Sririmna, 51 before Mr. Justice Kexz- 
wicn, and 48 before Mr. Justice Romer, making a total of 404 
cases before all the Chancery judges. At the commencement of 
the last sittings the cases numbered 445, and in the list for 
Easter Sittings last they were 378. The printed list is not 
issued at the time of our going to press. 





Wirness actions in the Chancery Division for the ensuing 
Easter Sittings are 226 in number, comprising 62 before Mr, 
Justice Onrrry, 51 before Mr. Justice Nortu, 41 before Mr, 
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Justice Srinuinc, 24 before Me. Justice Kexewicn, and 48 
before Mr. Justice Romer. The witness actions for this division 


numbered 232 at the commencement of Hilary Sittings, 1895, 
and 222 at the Easter Sittings, 1894. Mr. Justice Vavauan 
Wiuttams, as an additional judge of the Chancery Division, has 
a list of 59 cases before him, connected with the winding-up of 
companies. 





AN EVENING PAPER has drawn attention to the fact that, in 
consequence of the resignation of Sir Onarres Sarcent, the 
late Chief Justice of Bombay, the appointment of a judge will, 


probably for the first time in English history, rest with a solici- | P 


tor. Our contemporary does not add, as it might have done, 
that a solicitor who has been in large practice is likely to be 

well fitted to weigh the qualifications for a judicial post 
of leatlag advocates. The Lord Chancellor can usually act 
only from rumour, or from some personal knowledge at the 
bar, or from observation of arguments on the comparatively 
rare occasions on which he sits to hear cases—or, as it is rather 
commonly said nowadays, from the single fact that the nominee 
belongs to the Lord Chancellor’s old circuit. A solicitor in 
large practice, on the other hand, has the opportunity of judg- 
ing by actual experience how leading tual Oe their work, and 
whether they possess the requisite judicial qualifications. We 
trust that Mr. Fowter will shew that a solicitor can select a 
judge quite as well as a Lord Chancellor. At the same time, it 
should be borne in mind, in judging of the appointment which 
may be made by him, that he may not be quite unfettered in 
his selection. There are influences brought to bear with regard 
to these appointments which sometimes prove irresistible. 





WE print elsewhere some new County Court Rules, which 
are to be read and construed as if they were contained 
in the County Court Rules, 1889, while the forms appended 
thereto are to be used as if they were contained in the 
Appendix to those rules. The new rules are forty-four in 
number, and provide that an order and rule therein re- 
ferred to by number shall mean the order and rule so 
numbered in the County Court Rules, 1889, or in the Count 
Court Rules, 1892, as the case may be. With regard fo any 
rule of form annulled by the new rules, the reference thereto in 
the previous rules is to be construed as referring to the rule or 
form prescribed by the new rules to be used in lieu thereof. 
The exigencies of time and space preclude this week a detailed 
notice of the various Yeomans contained in the rules just 
issued, which, it should be mentioned, are to be cited as the 
County Court Rules, 1895. Reserving, therefore, for some 
future occasion, if necessary, a critical examination thereof, we 
must at present content ourselves with stating that the rules 
in question contain various alterations and additions, affecting 
the practice of the county courts, of a more or less important 
character. Ord. 2, r. 32a, which is to stand in lieu of ord. 2, 
r. 82, is obviously framed to meet the requirements of section 11, 
sub-section (2), of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
71). Order 384 is a new order altogether, and will in future 
regulate the practice of the county courts under the Par- 
liamentary Elections (Returning Officers) Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vict. c. 84); and the practice which concerns the neg- 
lect or misconduct of county court officers, committals 
for contempt and enforcement of fines will in future be 
governed by another new order—namely, order 503, The 

r orders of the new rules merely amend corre- 
orders of the existing rules. Order 25, as to the 
enforcement of judgments and orders, contains a new rule (38¢ 
of some importance with regard to judgment summonses an 
orders made thereon, and provides, by rule 39a, that the costs of 
an abortive execution are not to be included in a judgment 
summons or fresh order for payment under ord. 22, r. 14, and, 
moreover, that money paid into court, otherwise than under such 
execution t the goods, is not ‘to be attributed to the pay- 
ment of costs. | 








rules as to interpleader are contained in order 


27, which likewise, by rule 120, substitutes new forms 


3 





given in the appendix for those now in use; while, on the 
same subject, it is provided, by rule 10¢ of order 33, that the 
order upon the h of an interpleader ing remitted 
from the High Court to the county court, as far as possible, 
conform to the order used in the county court on the hearing of 
original interpleader proceedings. This last mentioned order 
also, by rule 9a, obliges the claimant in remitted interpleader 
proceedings, to lodge with the registrar of fhe county court two 
copies of his particulars and o—* of claim, and ge by 


another rule (95), that “no c for damages shall be allowed 
in any such p ing.” In order 395 two new rules as to 
articulars and summons in admiralty actions are inserted, 


in lieu of rule 8 of the existing order on the subject. It has 
been found necessary to substitute for ord. 40, r. 7, of the 
present rules a new rule (7a) prescribing the practice as to 
proceedings in applications to the county court for a referee 
or umpire under the Agricultural Holdings Act (England), 
1883. It contains no less than ten sub-sections, which we 
think will prove useful to, and be appreciated by, practitioners. 
In conclusion, we will merely add that the abandonment by a 
plaintiff of my | Be ur of his claim, and the costs thereby 
occasioned, are t with by a new rule (13s) contained in order 
14, and that the form of a judgment for costs against a married 
woman who is plaintiff, is prescribed by rule 1a of order 23, 
which (inter aliay provides that, unless the county court judge 
otherwise am ae shall be added to — judgment ie 
reserving liberty to the opposite party to apply, under section 2 
of the Married ct ga Act, T3983 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 
63), for payment of such costs out of any pro of the married 
woman which is subject to a restraint on anticipation. The new 
rules come into force on the Ist of May next. 





Tue super in chambers has decided a point of some interest 
to under-sheriffs and their agents. The order under the Sheriffs 
Act, 1887, dated the 3lst of August, 1888, prescribes a table of 
fees to be received by a sheriff concerned in the execution of 
writs of fieri facias. The order concludes with the following 
words, “and the amount of any costs and charges payable under 

i 1 be by a master of the ree Court or 
district registrar of the urt (as the case may be), in case 





e sheriil and the pi e ay such costs and charges 
differ as to the amount thereof.” e have italicized the words 
“costs and charges” because they have a special bearing on the 


case to which we are about to refer. A sheriff was called upon 
to submit his charges to taxation, and the solicitor opposing 
challenged nearly every item, even to the extent of putting the 
sheriff to the necessity of bringing in affidavits in support of his 
charges. The master ultimately overruled all the objections, 
merely disallowing a fee of ten shillings charged for an in- 
ventory out of a total account of £21 4s. 9d. The sheriff 
thereupon claimed the costs of taxation, which claim was 
objected to by the opposing solicitor on the ground that there 
was no power to give a sheriff costs of taxation, the rule as to 
allowance by the taxing master of the costs of taxation where 
less than a sixth is taxed off not being applicable to taxations of 
sheriff’s charges. The master held that there was no statute or 
rule under which he could allow the costs of taxation in face of 
the objection raised. The authorities on the point are not clear. 


There is no doubt that the tice is to allow the sheriff the 
Costs of taxation if his acount is proved to be substantial 





correct. ere is no dou a who is 

the costs of taxation when his charges are upheld can apply by 
summons to the judge in chambers for an order for costs, 
and that the j has discretion to give costs in such a 
case. But the latter process seems unnecessarily ponderous 
when we consider that the whole costs of taxation in such 
cases are often trivial in amount, though it is obvious that 
the who raises frivolous objections to a sheriff’s charges 
ought to pay the costs occasioned by such objections, however 
small they may be. In the case to which we are referring 
(Butler v. Smith, Day, J.,in chambers, 9th April, 1895) the 
sheriff appealed to the judge to remit the taxation to the 
master, in order that he might tax and allow the sheriff the 
costs of the taxation. The iffs Act, 1887, s. 29 (4), gives 
the court power to order the costs of and by any 
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complaint against the sheriff for (inter alia) extortion to be paid 
by either party. This enactment, however, hardly touches the 
point, the sole question being whether the taxing master has 
power to add the costs of taxation to the amount allowed 
without putting the sheriff to the necessity of obtaining an 
order. Another ground on which the sheriff relied was based 
upon the words of the order under the Sheriffs Act which we 
have italicized above—viz., ‘‘costs and charges.” That order 
fixes the charges or fees of the sheriff, and does not prescribe 
any costs at It provides, however, that if the es differ 
the master is to tax the “costs and charges”; and the sheriff 
contended that the word “‘ costs” in that connection could only 
mean such costs as the sheriff was put to in order to make good 
his charges, or which the other side was put to in order to prove 
overcharge on the sheriff’s part. 


The oe held that the 
master ought - have allowed the sheri s costs Of taxation, 
and refe: @ case bac im for that purpose. 





A .erTer from a correspondent, which we print elsewhere, 
raises the question of implied warranty upon the letting of an 
unfurnished house. The law, as hitherto understood, makes a 
distinction in this respect between furnished and unfurnished 
houses, but if must not be forgotten in Bunn v. Harrison 
. (3 T. L, R. 146) the Court of Appeal expressly refrained from 
“ deciding whether the doctrine of implied warranty might not be 
applied even in the case of an unfurnished house, provided it 
is required for immediate occupation. Jarrable v. Sm M. 
& W. 5) was the case of a furnished house, and it was held 
that the landlord let it under an implied condition that it was in 
a fit state to be inhabited, though the judgment of Panr«xz, B., 
was couched in terms which applied to all houses alike, whether 
furnished or unfurnished. But soon afterwards occurred the case 
of Sutton v. Temple (12 M. & W. 52), in which it was settled 
that upon a demise of land there is no implied warranty by the 
lessor that it is fit for the purpose for which it is taken. That 
was a case of a demise of pasture land and the eatage of grass. 
But the case of an unfurnished house arose in Hart v. Windsor 
(12 M. & W. 68), and Parks, B., in delivering the judgment of 
the Court of Exchequer, acknowledged that he had expressed 
his judgment too broadly in Marrable v. Smith, and pe held that 
the letting of an unfurnished house, just like the le 0g of any 
other real property, is subject to no implied warranty. Smith v. 
Marrable was distinguished on the ground that it was a case 
of a demise of a ready-furnished house for a temporary residence 
at a watering-place, but the ground of the distinction was not 
fully discussed till the case of Wilson v. Finch- (2 Ex. D. 
336). In Sutton v. Temple Parke, B., suggested that 
the distinction was based on the inclusion of the furniture 
in the demise, but this point was not treated as decisive in 
Wilson v. Finch-Hatton, and the case seems rather to have rested 
on the understanding between the parties. ‘‘ When,” said 
Ketty, ©.B., ‘‘a person takes a furnished house for a brief 
period of time it is clear that he expects to find it reasonably fit 
for occupation from the very day on which he intends to enter, 
and the lessor is well aware that this is the view entertained by 
the tenant.” But when the strict rule of Sutton v. Temple is 
abandoned, and an implied warranty is allowed to be introduced 
into a letting of a house, it may be doubted whether the question 
of furnished or unfurnished affords any substantial ground for 
distinction ; while if we go by the understanding of the parties, 
the principle of Wilson v. Vinch-Hatton is capable of being 
extended in the manner sugges y Bunn v. Harrison (supra). 
In the great majority of cases the tenant expects the house 
will be fit for immediate occupation on the first day of his 
tenancy, and the landlord well knows this. In practice it is 
safer, of course, to adhere to the distinction between furnished 
and unfurnished houses, but it is quite possible that the law on 
the subject may receive a further development. 








hwlian. A LEARNED correspondent is much dissatisfied with the head- 


note to the case of Gwilliam v. Twist in the April number of the 
Law Reports (1895, . B. 557), He considers the bald state- 
ment— 


** A servant has an implied authority iu cases of sudden emergency to 
appoint another person to act as a servant on his master’s bebalf. 








« While the defendant's omnibus was being driven by the defendant’s 
servant, a policeman, being of opinion that the driver was druuk, ordered 
a to eg a bag The gr t bane ey he of the — 
thereupon authorized a person, who passing by, to 
drive the omuibus home on their master’s behalf. That person, while so 
drivin — omnibus home, negligently drove over the plaintiff and 
in im. 

“Held, that the defendants were liable"’ 
an altogether inadequate representation of the results of the 
decision, which he deems somewhat novel and startling. After 
ae considering the facts and judgments given in the 
report, he has favoured us with the following suggestions for 
the reformation of the headnote :— 


‘* This is a free country, and it is an implied term of every contract 
entered into in this country between master and rervant that the latter 
shall be at liberty to become drunk as well whilst employed in the 
execution of the duties devolving upon him by virtue of the contract as at 
other times, 

‘*If a servant, in exercise of this liberty, becomes drunk whilst so 
employed, such drunkenness constitutes an authority on the part of the 
master to the drunkard to delegate his duties to any other person whether 
drunk or not. : 

‘*In such a case the master is civilly responsible for the acts and defaults 
of the person to whom the drunkard fon so delegated his duties. 

‘* Query whether the master is also criminally responsible. 

** Semble thatif the m to whom duties have been thus delegated is or 
becomes himself drunk whilst performing or attempting to perform such 
duties, a like authority, carrying with it the like consequences, 
vested in such last-mentioned drunkard, and soon éoties quoties.”’ 





Havine REGARD to the large number of apprenticeship con- 
tracts that are entered into, it is believed that the litigation 
arising out of them is comparatively small. This is doubtless 
due, in no slight degree, to the conscientious manner in which 
such contracts are, for the most part, fulfilled, and to the fact 
that the parties to them cannot, generally speaking, afford to incur 
the costs which legal contracts necessarily entail. We reported 
last week (ante, p. 399) an interesting judgment of Judge Stover 
dealing with the duties owed to apprentices by their wasters. 
From it we gather that a covenant to teach a particular business 
binds the master Detruc apprentice in such business yj 
its entirety, and is not satisiied by merely imparting to him te 
method of making sales an > is view harmonizes 
with a previous decision of the same judge, which, after 
having been reversed by a divisional court, was eventually 
restored by the Oourt of Appeal (Zaton v. Western, 31 W. R. 
313, 9 Q. B. D. 636). The important question of whether the 
dissolution of the firm to whom the plaintiff was apprenticed 
determined the contract of apprenticeship, was also dealt with 
in the judgment under consideration. in holding that, at all 
events, the defendants were not thereby relieved from the 
consequences of breaches of covenant committed prior to the 
dissolution, and were liable for continuing breaches, we venture 
to think that Judge Srongr came to a sound decision. It is, 
however, we believe, still regarded as a moot point whether, 
after a dissolution of partnership, the apprenticeship is still 
subsisting (Austin’s Law of Apprentices, p. 57; yer Lord 
Axsincer, O.B., in Lloyd v. Blackburn, 11 L. J. Ex. 210). 








We comMENTED last week on the Patents Bill which has just 
been introduced into the House of Commons by Mr. Movrirow 
and Sir Ricnarp Wessrer. The case of Zhe Cassel Gold 
Extracting Co. v. The Cyanide Gold Recovery Syndicate—recently 
decided by the Court of Appeal—offers a good illustration of 
the necessity for some measure of this kind. In this case the 
plaintiffs had a patent for extracting the residual gold from 
‘tailings’ or washings by a solution of cyanide of potassium. 
It was held by the Court of Appeal to be novel and useful, and 
the defendants, after some imi irmishing, conceded 
that they had infringed it. But one of the plaintiffs’ claims 
claimed too much, and so their patent has been set aside. The 
new Patent _ Sangre” = objections of “ variance”’ or ‘‘ discon- 
formity,” and also enables.a patentee to disclaim a single specific 
claim by a notice in writing to the comptroller. But even if it 
passed in its t form, it would afford no remedy for such a 
case as this, where the patentee, instead of abandoning his claim, 
insists that it is and the court decides against his conten- 





tion, and invalidates his patent. After ruch a decision he 
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cannot disclaim, for he is no longer a patentee; nor, as we 
understand the law, could he take out a fresh patent, for his 
invention has already been published in his prior one. We 
think that this defect in the law is well worthy of professional 
and public consideration, especially as we are once more em- 
barking on a course of patent law reform. 





SERVICE OF NOTICE OF JUDGMENT OUT OF THE 
JURISDICTION. 


In a recent issue (ante, p. 374) we commented on the decision of 
the Court of Appeal in the case of Re Cliffe (ante, p. 362). It 
has been suggested to us that the decision in question goes to a 
greater length than we had supposed, and that, although it was 
given in a case where proceedings had been commenced by 
originating summons, the true effect of the ruling of the court 
is that there is no power to allow service out of the jurisdiction 
of notice of a judgment or order even where the proceedings are 
initiated by writ of summons. Assuming this to be the effect of 
the decision (as to which we suspend our opinion until we have 
had an opportunity of —- a full report of the case), it 


—-- that the justice of our demand for the prompt 
i of the Rule Committee is but made the more 
a t. 


© matter is one of so much practical importance that it 
appears worth while to consider it a little more in detail. The 
ision of otd. 16, r. 40, for binding interested persons not 


to an action, is no creature of the new practice, but, on 

Owes its ori in to the-Ohancer} Procedure “Act 

sen 1S & 16 Visto 80; o 40 7. 8)—Under the ol practice it 
was held that the notice could be served out of to jurisdiction 
= order for that purpose being first obtained (see 
2 v. Laurie, 10 Hare, App. xxvii.). And since the Judica- 

ture Acts very many such orders have been made. For instance, 
in the case of Lee v. Sturrock (W. N., 1876, p. 226), it was 
expressly decided that a person so served was as much bound 
by such service as if he were served within the jurisdiction. 
0 doubt the decision in Re Busfield (84 W. R. 372, 32 Oh. D. 


128) had the effect of upsetting all pre-existing ideas as to the 
power of the court to order foreign service. But, that decision 











notwithstanding, orders have been constantly made for service 
on — abroad under ord. 16, r. 40. Now, however 


have 


ty of the Court of A 
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g © result in W 
a a can one concei os The “sap of the 
a e Court prescribe the mode of binding absent persons, 
ea the actual > 





of the notice to be served on them. A 
ed may apply within one month to discharge, vary, 
Ld gy Mor der. 18 matter Of every 

ad tir srson whom it is desired to bind is 
resident abroad. Such a person cannot be served in the mode 
prescribed by ord. 16, r. 40, for the judge cannot direct that he 
shall be served. We are told by Norru, J., that in such case 
the plaintiff should take care that the effect of the judg- 
ment or order is brought to the notice of the absent per- 
son. But what form such notice is to take, what notice 
- will be considered sufficient, what its effect, all these are 
matters left in doubt and uncertainty. In our opinion the 
notice to which the learned judge refers is one entirely distinct 
from that contemplated by ord. 16, r. 43; and, in answer to the 
query raised by a correspondent in a letter printed by us a fort- 
night ago, we venture to say that no chief derk would entertain 
an tion to fix the time within which a party whom it is 
to serve with the notice may apply to add to or vary 

the order. We are wholly unable to understand why there 
should be a practice well defined by rules of court in the case of 
parties within the jurisdiction, and a practice defined by no rules 
and ha no authority higher than a mere suggestion of a 
learned j in the case of parties resident outside the jurisdic- 
tion. Why should a person who, in exercise of his free will, 








ait. 









exposed to risk and uncertainty in the one case, whilst his course 
is clearly defined in the otber? It is difficult to conceive any- 


thing more happy-go-lucky than such a method. 
In the fullest report of the decision of Re Clife in the court 
below which we have seen (11 Times L. RB. Mr. Justice 


Nort is stated to have said that service out of the jurisdiction 
can only be allowed where the process is either within the pre- 
cise language of order 11 or is by the rules directed to be served 
“ according to the rules relating to service of writs of summons.”’ 
We must respectfully invite the learned judge to study the 
lan of ord. 16, r. 44, which is in the following terms :— 
‘Notice of a judgment or order on an infant or person of 
unsound mind not so found by inquisition shall be served in the 
same manner as a writ of summons in an action.” Would Mr. 
Justice Norru be p to make an order for service on a 
person within that rule resident out of the jurisdiction, and 
refuse to do so where such person was not under disability ? 
we A a 











o~ 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS AND THE poo Faia 
OF NEGLIGENCE. 


II. 


Ir appears from the authorities referred to in our previous 
article that the decision in Young v. Grote (4 Bing. 253) has 
met with general approval, oug erent explanations 
have been given of the principle underlying it. The decision 
was that where a banker has been misled , want of proper 
caution on the part of the customer into paying a cheque which 
has been fraudulently altered, the resulting loss must fall on 
the customer and not on the banker. it was recognized, 
therefore, that the customer owes a duty to the banker to be 
careful that in issuing a cheque he does not facilitate a 
fraudulent alteration in the cheque before it is presented for 
payment. The chief question in Scholfield v. Ne eee 
(43 W. R. 331) was whether the acceptor of a bill of exchange 
owes a similar duty to a holder, a duty, that is, to be careful 
that in accepting the bill he does not facilitate a fraudulent 
alteration in it before indorsement to each successive holder. 
We have seen that expressions have been used with regard to 
Young v. Grote which undoubtedly suggest that the of 
the case applies to bills of exchange (see yer Buacksurn, J., in 


Swan vy. North British Australasian Co., ante, p, 393, 2 H. & C., 
p. 182). In order to ascertain whether this extension is justifi- 
able it is n to consider what were the grounds upon 


which Young v. Grote was decided, and a reference to the argu- 
ment and to the judgment of Bzsr, C.J., seems to shew that 

at importance was vaneng ep 1 OR sep from Pornter’s 
‘Praité du Contrat de Change, in @rhich that author criticizes the 
earlier opinion of Scaccura on the relative liability of banker 
and customer in the event of payment by the banker of a 
fraudulently altered cheque. Scaccura’s views are expressed in 
his Zractatum de Commerciis et Cambio, published in 1613. He 
proposes the following question (Sect. Il., Gloss. V., Qu. 15) :— 
A., who is at Genoa, intrusts B. with a sum of money the 
equivalent of which he desires to be paid to O. at Rome. B. 
gives A. a cheque drawn on his banker at Rome, and A. 
forwards the cheque to C. O. fraudulently alters the sum 
mentioned in the yo, to a larger amount, and obtains pay- 
ment of the cheque as altered. Upon whom is the loss to fall? 
Upon the banker, because he has made a bad payment, or upon 
B., because he did not write the figures with sufficient care, or 
upon A., because he has chosen a rogue as payee? Scaconia 
distinguishes two cases. If the alteration is such that with 
proper care it might be detected, the fault is with the banker, 
and he must bear the loss. If, on the other hand, the alteration 
is such that it could not be detected by a skilled and careful 
person, the banker is not in fault, and the payment is good both 
as regards A. and B. But the principle applies only when B. 
has actually written a cheque. The banker pays a forged 
cheque entirely at his own risk. Scaccnta then goes on to say 
that as between A. and B. the loss ought to fall on A., because 
he might have taken precautions against fraudulent alteration 
before passing the cheque on to O. 








~ chooses to reside in Hong Kong be entitled to less formal notice 
_ more favoured brother who lives in England? And by 
of justice or common sense is the plaintiff to be 





Pornizr’s criticism of the above opinion is to be found in 
sections 99 and 100 of the work already mentioned. He has 
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previously (section 91) observed that the contract between the 
drawer and acceptor of a bill of exchange is a true contract of 
mandate—mandatum solvende pecunie—the contract being made 
either by the acceptance or by the acceptor’s previous consent 
that bills may be drawn on him. And similarly there is a tacit 
contract in the case of a banker who has received funds upon 
which the customer is to draw. With reference to Scaconta’s 
opinion in the second case put by him—where, that is, the 
fraudulent alteration cannot be detected—Pornter first states 
the argument in favour of the banker. According to the rules 
of the contract of mandate, the mandator—that is, the customer 
—is bound to reimburse to the mandatary, the banker, all the 
expenses which the mandate has caused, provided that the 
mandatary has not by his fault paid away more than he ought 
to have paid; for the mandator must refand to the mandatary 
whatever expense the latter properly incurs ex causa mandats. 
In the case supposed the payment is one to which the mandate 
of the customer has given rise, and there is no fault attributable 
to the banker. On the other hand, in favour of the customer, 
Porutzr points out that the expenses for which the mandator 
is liable are only expenses incurred strictly ex causa mandati. 
They do not include expenses incurred “ non ex causa mandati, 
sed tantum occasione mandati.” Expenses of the former kind are 
such as tend to the execution of the mandate. Thus—to take 
Poruier’s example—suppose X. commissions Y. to inspect an 
estate which X. is thinking of purchasing. The cust of the 
journey, the wages of any persons whom Y. requires to assist 
him, and other similar matters, are expenses which tend to the 
execution of the mandate, and which, therefore, are incurred ez 
causa mandati, If, however, Y. is attacked by robbers while on 
the journey X. is not liable to re-imburse him his loss, for it is 
suffered merely occasione mandati, not ex causa mandati, The 
case iy mentioned and decided in this sense in the Digest (17, 1, 
mandati vel contra, 26 Paul, 6). 

Poruter proceeds to express his own opinion that the payment 
in question is governed by this distinction, and that the banker 
cannot primd facie debit it to his customer. When a banker, 
deceived by an alteration in a figure, pays £300 on a cheque 
drawn originally for £100, the payment of the additional £200 
is not a payment made ex causa mandati, but merely on the 
occasion of the mandate. The fraud, like the robbery, is a 
matter not in the contemplation of the parties, and the drawer 
of the cheque cannot be supposed to have intended to char, 
himself with the loss. If, however, Pornrer adds, it was by the 
Sault of the drawer that the banker was misled, the drawer not 
having taken care to write the cheque so as to prevent altera- 
tions—for example, if he had written the amount of the cheque 
in figures and someone had added a ‘0 ”—the drawer would 
in this case be bound to indemnify the banker, for it would be 
the drawer’s fault which had caused the loss. To this case, 
Poruter observes, the decision of Scaccn1a must be restricted. 
Primd facie the loss caused by fraudulent alteration falls on the 
banker; it is only when the alteration is facilitated by the 
carelessness of the customer that the banker can claim to be 
indemnified, though even then the banker cannot recover if with 
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civil law, and hence the difficulty of finding » suiteble princi 

in Eoglish law on which to rest it. It has suggested, as 
wé have seen, that a customer who issues a blank cheque gives 
an implied authority to any person into whose hands it may fall 
to fill it up as he likes. It is difficult, however, to imply an 
such authority to alter a cheque already filled up, and 
the implication were ble, the drawer should be able to 
give evidence to rebut it. If he is not allowed to do so it must 
be because the customer is estopped from setting up the truth, 
and when we seek the ground of the estoppel, it is found to lie 
in the negligence of the customer in drawing a cheque without 
taking proper precautions against fraudulent alteration. This, 


however, briogs us to the difficulty that the proximate cause of 
the loss is not the ut the en on, and 
hénce it ma seo judgment of Lord Esnun, iE. in 
Sé v. Lord Londesborough) on the authority of Bank o 
Tr. v. Trystees of Evans’ Charities (5 H. L. ©. 389) =r 
ayor, &c., of the Staple o v. Bank of England (21 Q. B. 
at the estop oes not arise, e must after 








| 


all fall on the banker. 

We thus arrive at the result that, judged by English law, 
the case of Young v. Grole presen ry considerable difficulties, 
while, if taken to be founded on the civil law, it is based on the 
relationship of princip and agent e} ng between customer 
and banker. Bu we attempt to ¢ the decision to the 


case of acceptor and holder of a bill of exchange, the analogy of 
the civil law fails us at once. Betweon acceptor and holder t¢. 

is no contract of mandate, and PéTHiEn’s reasoning does not apply. 
And in English law we are no r olf, @ Rave again the 
difficulty that the proximate cause of the loss is the fraudulent 
alteration, and not the negligence of the acceptor, and if, in 
accordance with the view of Lorzs, L.J., this can be got over, 
there is still the absence of any direct relation bet the 4 
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e there is no relation existing between the 


proper attention he could have detected the alteration, and in | acceptor and a subsequent holder, is not: merely a distinction of 
this respect a banker is required to shew greater ability than an | form. It eo 2 mg a substantial difference between the 
e 


ordinary person upon whom a bill of exchange is drawn. And 
Pornter.agrees (section 103) with the opinion of Scaccn1a that 
the banker cannot debit the customer with the amount paid on 
a cheque which is altogether forged. 

It appears, therefore, that Pornrer bases his reasoning en- 
tirely on the contract of mandate existing between banker and 
customer. According to the rules of this contract, as deduced 
from the civil law, the customer is bound to reimburse the 
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banker all payments properly made ¢z_causa mandati, but not | alterations. The indorsee of a billof exchange, on the other. 
payments made simply occasione mandati, unless the payment is| hand, has no such risk imposed on him at the time. 
due ey fault of the customer. A payment made upon a|of the tance. When the bill tltimately comes to his 
cheque fraudulently is, as to the excess over the original | hands, and he pays money or gives credit on the faith of it, he 
amount, a payment made occasione mandati, and the banker | is entirely free in the matter, and he has the chance of 
must bear the loss upless the customer has been in fault. This | considering whether any attaches to the bill. The 
opinion was influential in Young v. Grote (supra), and Riosy, | banker is obliged to pay the’cheque unless he has good L sae 
L.J., in his judgment in Scholfeld v. Lord Londesborough (supra), for suspecting its genuineness ; the indorsee of a bill 
drew attention to the fact That it was foun as just stated, | of exchange can refuse to have to do with the bill 


on the relation existing between banker and customer. 


unless he is satisfied of its genuineness. No doubt, as 





language of English law the relation is, for this purpose, that 
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exchange are a part, and a very important part, of the merc2n- 
tile currency of the world; they are negotiable instruments, 
and are created for the purpose of passing from hand to hand. 
no doubt, too, it is proper that persons accepting them 
endeavour to prevent the possibility of fraudulent 


cE 


\ alteration. But when, — from merely technical grounds, it 


= 


@ question of putting the acceptor of a bill of exchange under 
the same liability as against a holder that the drawer of a 
cheque is under as regards his banker, the foregoing considera- 
tion may be entitled to some weight. Bankers are not likely to 








consent to give up the law as established by Young v. Grote ; 
F ere is no t_necessity for setting up a corresponding 


en 
= 7 =) ‘aleeeat of holders or bills or ats @. 
@ er of a bill of exchange who has been deceived by a 


fraudulent alteration is, indeed, in a position not unlike that of 
an equitable incumbrancer on land who has advanced money on 
the security of title deeds fraudulently obtained by the owner 
from a legal mortgagee. The legal owner may have been care- 
less in the custody of the deeds, but he is not, therefore, post- 

ed to the equitable incumbrancer. The legal owner of land 
ee not owe a duty to all other of her Majesty’s subjects to 
keep his title deeds secure, as though they were analogous to 
fierce dogs or destructive elements (Northern Counties Fire 
Insurance Co. v. Whipp, 26 Oh. D., p. 493). And similarly the 


to prevent the instrument being issued in such a form as to 
render it a source of danger. 


fis of a bill oF exchange does not owe all the world a duty 








REVIEWS. 
THE LAW RELATING TO THE INSANE. 

THE INSANE AND THE Law: A PiAtn Guipe ror MepicaL Men, 
SoLicrrors, AND OTHERS, As TO (I.) Tue DETENTION AND TREAT- 
MENT ; (1I.) MAINTENANCE; (III.) Crvit AnD CrimINAL REsPon- 
SIBILITY ; AND ([V.) Capactry EITHER (a) To GtvE EvIDENCE, oR 
b) To MAKE A WILL, or Persons MENTALLY AFFLICTED ; WITH 

TO MEDICAL WITNESSES AND TO CROSS-EXAMINING COUNSEL. 

By Gro, Pitt-Lewis, Esq., Q.C., R. Percy Smirn, Esq., M.D., 

F.R.C.P., and J. A. Hawker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. J. & A. 

Churchill ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

That department of medical knowledge which deals with the 
subject of insanity has, perhaps, received less attention than any 
other, so that, even amongst medical men themselves, comparatively 
few can claim to have made a profound study of it, while the almost 
edly ae, of the very principles and rudiments of insanity dis- 
played by the general public, is notorious. The difficulties that beset 
the path of the student in this branch of science are certainly con- 
siderable, and partly account for the prevailing ignorance. On the 

threshold of his researches he encounters an obstacle in the fact 

no satisfactory definition of insanity has yet been framed, and, 
according to the late Lord Blackburn, it is not in human power to 
frame one. This is not surprising, seeing how various are the forms 
of insanity, and how comprehensive, therefore, any definition would 
have to be in order to be entirely free from scientific objection. 

The work before us is unquestionably a notable contribution to the 
literature already produced on the subject to which it relates. Indeed, 
we know of no treatise which so well fulfils the purpose of a plain 
guide to that branch of jurisprudence which, concerns the personal 
treatment of the insane. In an introductory chapter, to which 
reference is frequently made in the subsequent chapters, insanity, 

from the respective and very, different standpoints of law 
medicine, is discussed, the points of contrast between the two 
sciences being likewise carefully indicated. The different forms of 
insanity are, moreover, therein referred to with some detail, and their 
classification for legal and medical purposes contrasted. In this 
connection reference is made to the Soctsine of “partial insanity,” 
which, though to some extent recognized by English law, is wholly 
discarded scientists, who, accepting the axiom that no 
chain is stronger than the weakest link thereof, consider that un- 
soundness in any one mental or faculty renders the entire mind 
diseased. The of this doctrine, which is of foreign origin, and 
not of native , is carefully traced by the authors, who point 
out that ever since it was first set up as a defence in a criminal case 

Sea eee 10 Cl. & F. 200) it has, in our criminal juris- 

pru events, received full recognition and a liberal inter- 

Pak notwithstanding the indignant protests of Lord Brougham, 

in Parliament and on the bench. \Such matters as the evidences 
of insanity, delusions, the different degrees of legal a together 
with the various tests cyt ee thereto for civil and criminal 

Factaly, respectively, and feigned insanity, are all learnedly, yet 

» discussed in the introductory chapter, which concludes with 


° 





some valuable suggestions for the reform of the constitution of the 
existing tribunal to which the issue of insanity is submitted for 
determination. 

The rest of the work, so far at least as the text is concerned, is 
divided into four parts, namely—Puart I., Detention and Treatment of 
the Insane; Part I[., Maintenance of the Insane; Part IIL, 
Responsibility of the Insane; and Part IV., Capacity of the Insane. 
Each of these parts is subdivided into chapters, appropriately intituled, 
and dealing logically and scientifically twhile Hs na as much as 

ible mere technical phraseology) with the matters indicated on 
the face of the title page of the work, the whole contents being 
explained and regarded from the point of view of medical and legal 
practitioners and the general _ ic. 

Chapter IT. of Part III., which deals with the important subject of 
the criminal responsibility of the insane, merits special commendation. 
Evidently the authors are in favour of that broad and benign con- 
struction of the rules laid down in MacNaughten’s case, which, however, 
as @ whole, have never yet received the support of any reported 
decision. We feel sure, however, that they do not wish to impair 
the doctrine of moral responsibility on any such ground as is men- 
tioned by Féré in les Archives de Névrologie (1884, Nos. 19 and 20) 
that “vice, crime, and madness are only distinguished from each 
other by social prejudices.” Another chapter which deserves 
honourable mention is certainly Chapter II. of Part IV., which treats 
of the capacity of the insane to make or revoke a will. Within the 
compass of some thirty pages this important subject is adequately 
dealt with, great care being taken to explain, by reference to decided 
cases, the principles of law applicable thereto. In the body of the 
work the cases cited are only referred to by name and date, while the 
reports themselves in which they are to be found are reserved for the 
table of cases. There are only two appendices, namely, Appendix A, 
which contains the regulations of the Board of Visitors as to persons 
found insane by inquisition; and Appendix B, which comprises the 
Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 5), as amended by the Lunacy Act, 1891 
(54 & 55 Vict. c. 65). 

A fairly good index, which might, however, with advantage be 
somewhat amplified, completes a work which displays throughout its 
pages evidences of patient labour combined with scholarship and 
legal and scientific knowledge and training. It is to be hoped, 
however, that when a new edition of their work is called for, the 
authors will facilitate a more ready reference te its contents by the 
addition of marginal notes, 
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The Principles of Rating. Practically Considered as they affect the 
Assessment of Railways, Docks, Tramways, Gas and Waterworks, 
Coal and other Mines, Electric Lighting Works, Manufactories, and 
other Hereditaments, with a Complete Digest of all the important 
Cases, including several Decisions not previously reported, a Collec- 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
INSANITARY UNFURNISHED HOUSE. 
{To the Bditor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—Can any of your readers assist me in the wage | case? A 
person took an unfurnished house on a lease for five years, the landlord 
to repair main walls, &c. His family becoming ill, the drains are 
inspected, when it is found they are in a very bad condition; the 
doctor says the house is not fit to live in, and the sanitary inspector 
orders them out. The landlord, upon being notified of the state of 
affairs, immediately sets to work to bave the drains put in order. The 
point is whether the tenant has a right of action for damages against 
the landlord for the expense he has been put to in moving out of the 
house while the work is being done, and for doctor’s bills, &c., &c. I 
believe there are cases on the point, but I cannot find them. 





Mr. Justice Maule, says the Central Law Journal, once addressed a 
phenomenon of innocence in a smock-frock in the following words :— 
** Prisoner at the bar, your counsel thinks you innocent; the counsel for 
the prosecution thinks you innocent; I think you innocent; but a jury 
of your own coun , in the exercise of such common sense as they 
possess, which does not seem to be much, have found you ‘ guilty,’ and it 
remains that I should upon you the sentence of the law. That 
eentence is that you be Get in imprisonment for one day, and as that 
day was yesterday, you may now go about your business.”’ 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE COUNTY COURT RULES, 1895. 
These Rules may be cited as the 5, or each 
Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the Rules, 
1889, and had been numbered therein by the number of the 
Order and Rule placed in the margin opposite each of these 


Rules. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules shall 
mean the Order and Rule so numbered in the QOounty Court 
Rules, 1889, or in the County Court Rules, 1892, as the case may 
be, v7 


These i 1G Bi t i née he . 
i] in the ound, ourt Rules, 1889. ‘The forms in the Appe i 
bé used as if they were contained in eat eel to the Count; 


Court Rules, 1889, and when it is so ex: be used ins 










dix, or in the Appendix to the County Court Rules, 1892, as the case 
may be. 
Where any Rule or form hereby annulled is referred to in any of 
the County Court Rules, 1889, or the County Court Rules, 1892, or 
the Appendices thereto, the reference to such Rale or form shall be 
construed as referring to the Rule or form hereby prescribed to be 
used in lieu thereof. 
ORDER II. 
OFFICERS. 


Order II,, Rule 32, is hereby annulled, and the following Rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof: 

1. Order II., Rule 32a.—Notice where proceeds of execution are to be 
held for 14 days.] In cases where the high bailiff is required un 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1890 [53 & 54 Vict. c. 71, s. 11, sub-s. 2], 
to hold the proceeds of sale under an execution or the money 
to avoid a sale for fourteen days, he shall within twenty-four hours 
after the sale of the goods or the receipt of th th 





M realized thereunder, — 





ORDER V. 
COMMENCEMENT OF ACTION. 


2. Order V., Rule 9b.—.A fidavit for leave under 51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, 
8. 74—Ordinary or default summons out of district.) The affidavit 
required by Order Y., Rule 9a, to be made on an application for 
leave under section 74 of the Act to enter a plaint and issue an ordi- 
nary summons for service out of the district, shall be according to 
the form 1444 in the Appendix ; and the affidavit required by Order 
V., Bule 9a, to be made on an application for leave under section 74 
of the Act to enter a plaint and issue a default summons under 
section 86 of the Act for service out of the district shall, where the 
amount claimed exceeds five pounds, be according to the form 
14BB in the Appendix, and shall, where the amount claimed does 
not exceed five pounds, be according to the form l4c in the 
Appendix, 
3. Order V., Rule 9c.—Affidavit under 51 & 52 Vict. c, 43, 8, 86— 
Default summons in district.| The affidavit to be filed for the issue of 
a default summons under section 86 of the Act for service in the 
district shall, where the amount claimed exceeds five pounds, be 
according to the form 14D in the Appendix, and shall, where the 
amount claimed does not exceed five pounds, be according to the 
form 14 in the Appendix. 

4, Order V., Rule 9d.—Forms 14a and 14b annulled.] Forms 144 and 
14B + Appendix to the County Court Rules, 1892, are hereby 
ann , 





ORDER. VII. 
Piamrt Nore AnD SuMMoNS. 


F brat VII., Rule 29b,—Service on corporation, &c.] Where a 
ault summons is issued against a corporation or agai other 
defendant or body of defendants mentioned in Role 45 of thie Order, 


it shall be deemed to be sufficiently served on oe sompersiian, or 
y, other jae or body of defendants i in 06 with 


4 the gai 











ORDER IX. 


DISCONTINUANCE, CONFESSION, ADMISSION, AND PAYMENT INTO OR 
out oF CovRT, 

< oe She nee. wap nn letter addressed to Court.] 

ere a defendant does not appear at hearing either personally 

or by his solicitor or agent, and has not signed a confession under 

ee ee ristrar may nm ad: 


of the corresponding forms contained in such last-mentioned Appen- | action 


e 
registrar_of the Court out of which the warrant of execution 
the form 170A in the Appendix of the levy and of the amount 


be written if the J or 


authority of the defendant; and a note of such 
been accepted as an admission shall be 


Statute of Limitations.) Order 
oh ena 0m haveng sane 


1. Order X., Rule 14a.—Defence 
X., Rule 14, and the third 
and defendant intends to 













AMENDMENT, 
8. Order XIV., Rule 13a.— 
ment of ptr mop costs. | 











hall be entered ‘ ), 
Exgrided that if Oe | the J may allow him 
on the scale which would have been to amount 
ae Seen and in any ease the Judge may allow the 
endant any costs ly incurred by him in respect of that part 

of the plaintiff’s claim which is abandoned. 


ORDER XVL 
DIscovERY AND L¥SPECTION. 

9. Order XVI., Rule 2a.— Form of order for interrogatories. | 
Form 83 is hereby annulled, and an order leave to deliver 
interrogatories shall be according to the form 834 in the Appendix, 

ORDER XXIII. 
JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS, 


10. Order XXIII, a ning gym Sor costs ena A aa 
woman who « intif.] Where in any action a 

ral nll ya agg Bets act AE ow B . Be 
or an order made for psyment by such 





ale is 
. & 57 Vict. c. s. 2), 


ment OF su 


ts eg Fo + Ala 3) 
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is subject to a restraint on 
ORDER XXYV. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS, 
Order XXV., Rule 125 (Rule 34 of the Coun 


is hereby annulled, 
thereof : 


Court Rules, 1892 


the following Rule 1 Shall cheat i Tet 
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the purpose of any proceedings under such order otherwise than b 
way of judginent summons, the amount (if any) in respect of whic 
an order of commitment has been made, and in respect of which the 
defendant has been imprisoned, but so that the defendant shall not be 
Sills to bo impcinoned a second time for non-payment of such last 
mentioned amount. On any subsequent judgment summons on de- 
fault in payment of any instalment or instalments payable under such 
fresh , the amount (if any) in respect of which the defendant 
has been imprisoned before the date of the order shall be deducted 
on the face of the summons from the amount gp ae order ; 
but in calculating for the pu 23 of any such subsequent summons 
theamountin payment of which the defendant has made default, the in- 
stalments seitiiie ender the-order shall be considered as attributable in 
the first instance to the discharge of the amount payable under the order 
other than the amount in respect of which the defendant has been so 
imprisoned, and the summons may be issued for the full amount of the 
instalments in arrear, if such amount does not exceed the balance 
which remains payable under the order after deducting the amount 
in respect of which the defendant has been so imprisoned, or if the 
instalments in arrear exceed such balance, then for the amount of 
such balance. 

Order XXV., Rule 39, is hereby annulled, and the following Rule 
39a shall stand in lieu thereof : 

16.° Order XXV., Rule 39a.—Costs of abortive execution not to be 
included in judgment summons, or fresh order under Order XXIII, 
Rule 14.] Costs incurred jn endeavouring to enforce a judgment or 
order by way of execution against the goods, and not recovered under 
such execution, shall not be included in the amount due under such 
judgment or order for the purposes of a judgment summons, or of an 
application for a fresh order for payment under Order III., 
Rule 14, nor shall money paid into Court otherwise than under 
execution against the goods be attributed to payment of such costs. 


ORDER XXVII. 
INTERPLEADER. 


17. Order XXVII., Rule 1a.—Notice to claimant to make deposit or 
give security.| The high bailiff shall also forthwith send notice to 
the claimant, according to the form 179A in the Appendix, requiring 
him to make deposit or give security in accordance with section 156 
of the Act [51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, s. 156). 

18. Order XXVITI., Rule 12b.—Order on interpleader.] The order 
made upon the hearing of an interpleader summons shall be according 
to such of the furms in the Appendix as shall be applicable to the case, 

J and such order shall contain directions as to how any moneys paid 
/ 


info court in the j ogy are to be Of. 
‘TL., Rule 12c.—Forms in interpleader, 182A to 192A, 


2 ler X 
1964, 197A, 199A,] Forms 182 to 192, 196, 197, and 199 in the 
Appendix to the County Court Rules, 1889, are hereby annulled, and 
forms 182A to 192A, 196A, 197A, and 1994 in the Appendix shall stand 
in lieu thereof. 





ORDER XXXIII. 
ACTIONS OR MATTERS REMITTED FROM OR TRANSFERRED TO THE H1IGH 
Court oF JUSTICE. 
20. Order XXXIITI., Rule 9a.—Claimant to lodge two copies of par- 


ticulars and grounds of claim.] The claimant in any such proceeding 
shall five clear days at least before the day fixed for the hearing of 














the proceeding lodge h the registrar two copies of the ars of 
J an tels ¢ ; arty of the claimant, and 
t) nds of his cle 


he execu 
8 particulars: Provided that by consent of all parties, or 
without such consenf if the Judge shall so direct, the interpleader 
claim may be tried, although this Rule has not been complied 


21. Order XXXIII., Rule 9b.—Damages not to be claimed.) No 
M c for shall be allowed in any such proceeding. 

° er XL +, liule T0c.—Order on hearing. e order upon 
the hearing of a proceeding by way of interpleader transferred from 
the Hi rt of Justice to a County Court shall be according to 
such of the forms provided for orders on the hearing of interpleader 
proceedings commenced in the County Court as shall be applicable to 
the case, with such variations as the case may require, and such order 
shall contain directions as to how any 
herit: are to be disposed and 


mon 



















ORDER XXXVITIB. 

TAXATION OF CHARGES OF RETURNING OFFICERS. THE PARLIA- 

MENTARY ExectTions (Returnine Orricers) Act, 1875. THE 
Loca GOVERNMENT AcrT, 1888, s. 75, suB-8. 19. 

23. Rule 1—Application for taxation of costs of election.] An 

plication to the court to the charges of any returning officer in 

EC election, under the Parliaments 





















i y Eleotions (Returning 


<a 


3 +thereof for service, and, in an action in personam, a8 man 


Officers) Act, 1875 [38 & 39 Vict. c. 84], or any Act applying the 
said Act [51 & 52 Vict. c. 41, s. 75, sub-s. 19]; or under any ofr Act 
providing for the taxation by the court of co&ts of elections, shall be 
made in — according to the form 352 in the Appendix, and 
shall state on whose behalf the application is made, and shall contain 
a submission on the part of the applicant to pay what shall be found 
to be due on taxation. 

24, Rule 2—Notice of place and time for tawation.] On receipt of 
such application the Court shall fix a i r proceeding 
with such taxation, an @ trar shall issue to the bailiff for 
services On the applicant and the officer whose account is to be taxed 
@ notice according to the form 353 in the Appendix, signed by the 
Registrar himself, and under the seal of the Court, stating the place, 
day, and hour at and on which the taxation will be proceeded with, 
and requiring the parties to attend and produce documents and be 
examined, and warning them that if they do not attend, either in 
person or by their solicitors, such order will be made and such 
proceedings taken as to the Court shall seem fit. 


25. Rule 3—Application for examination of claim transmitted to 
returning officer.] Where application is made for taxation of the 
charges of a returning officer, and such officer applies to the Court to 
examine any claim transmitted to him by any person pursuant to 
section 5 of the Parliamentary Elections (Returning Officers) Act, 
1875 [38 & 39 Vict. c. 84, s. 5], or any Act applying the said section, 
such application shall be in writing according to the form 355 in the 
Appendix, and shall contain a submission on the part of the 
applicant to pay what shall be found due on examination. 


26. Rule 4—Notice of time and place for examination.] On receipt 
of any such application the Court shall fix a place and time for such 
examination, which shall take place before the taxation of the 
charges of the returning officer is concluded, and such taxation shall, 
if necessary, be adjourned until such examination has been completed. 
The Registrar shall issue to the bailiff for service on the returning 
officer and the person by whom the claim was transmitted to the 
returning officer a notice according to the form 356 in’ the 
Appendix, signed by the Registrar himself, and under the seal of the 
Court, stating the place, day, and hour at and on which such 
examination will be proceeded with, and requiring the parties to 
attend and produce documents and be examined, and warning them 
that if they do not attend, either in person or by their solicitors, such 
order will be made and such proceedings taken as to the Court shall 
seem just. 

27. Rule 5--Service of notices.] The bailiff shall serve all copies of 
such notices as herein-before mentioned four days at least before the 
day fixed for any taxation or examination. 

28. Rule 6—Lvidence to be oral.] Unless by consent, or otherwise 
ordered, oral evidence only shall be admitted on such taxation or 
examination. 

29. Rule 7—Order on taxation or examination of claim.] The order 
made on any taxation or examination shall determine the amount 
payable to or by the returning officer, and shall contain directions as 
to the addition to the sum allowed to any party of any costs 
adjudged to be paid by him, or the set-off against such sum of any 
costs adjudged to be paid by him, and as to the payment of the 
balance ascertained to be due from any party to any other, and the 
application of any sum deposited by any party to the proceeding 
with the returning officer as security for his charges, or edvnnted to 
the returning officer on account of his charges ; and such order shall 
be according to such of the forms 354 and 357 in the Appendix as 
shall be applicable to the case, with such variations as the case shall 
require, 

ORDER XXXIXs. 
ADMIRALTY ACTIONS. 


Order XXXIXB., Rule 8 (Rule 73 of the County Court Rules), and 
forms 319 and 320, are hereby annulled, and the following rules and 
forms shall stand in lieu thereof : 


Particulars and Summons. 


30. Order XXXIXB., Rule 8a.—Particulars.] A plaintiff desiring 
to institute an Admiralty action shall, where the claim is of a liqui- 
dated nature, and may, in an action for damages, file with the 
precipe particulars of his claim with, in an action in rem, a copy 
copies 
thereof as there are defendants to be served. If the pr ings are 
commenced by a solicitor, the particulars must be signed in accord- 
ance with Order VI., Rule 10a (Rule 12 of the County Court Rules, 
1892), otherwise the costs of such particulars shall not be allowed. 

31. Order XXXIXB., Rule 8b.—Summons.| Immediately upon the 
filing of the precipe the registrar shall enter a plaint and issue a 
—- — ~4 = form camer ni et form 320A 7 

ppendix, for service by solicitor sho ings have 
been Sisk We kadtition oc ty the tall of, thet Oreo 


comm 
Where particulars are filed they shall be annexed to the summons 





before service, and shall be damned to be part thereof, 
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: ORDER XL. 
AGRICULTURAL Hoxtpryes Act (ENGLAND), 1883. 


Order XL., Rule 7, is hereby annulled, and the following Rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof : 

32. Order XL., Rule 7a. aos vanes § on > eee i appointment 
of referee or umpire.] (1.) Where s to make application 
to the Court for the Sppe ntmen ; ate 


Ts on ; 
he said Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883 if & 47 Vict c. 61, 8. 9, 
sub-sections 6, 9, s. 10, sub-section 2], @ shall apply in writin 
istrar to fix a time and place for the hearin a 
e party 80 applying p e registrar proof that 
the parties consent to the registrar exercising the powers of the 
Court, the registrar shall fix a time for the hearing of the application 
before prion Such time shall be within 14 days from the date of 
the application to the registrar, but shall not be less than seven days 
from the date of such application, unless the parties or their solicitors 
agree to the application being heard at an earlier date. 

(3.) In any other case the registrar shall fix the hearing of the 
application before the judge for any court appointed to be held with- 
in fourteen days from the date of the application to the registrar, but 
so that the registrar shall not, except 7 consent of the parties, fix 
the hearing for a day less than seven ays from the date of such 
ap oe 

4.) If there is no available court, the registrar shall send notice of 
the intended application to the Judge, who shall, as soon as con- 
veniently may o. fix a time and place for the hearing of the a —— 
tion. Such time shall be within fourteen days from the date of 
application to the registrar, but shall not, except by consent of the 
parties, be less than seven days from such date. 

(5.) On the time and place for the hearing of the application being 
fixed, the registrar shall toons to the applicant a summons under the 
seal of the Court, according to the form 312a in the A gang 3 
addressed to the other party, and requiring him to attend on the 
hearing of the application. 

(6.) Such summons shall be served by the applicant or his solicitor 
on the other in accordance with section 28 of the said Act [46 & 
47 Vict. c. 61, s. 28] not less than four clear days before the ~ fixed 
for the hearing, unless such party, or his solicitor on his behalf, —-. 
to accept shorter service; and where the other party is actin 
solicitor, a copy of such summons shall be sent to such solicitor t by 
the applicant or his solicitor. 

(7.) On the day fixed for the hearing the Judge, or by consent of 
the parties the registrar, shall dispose of the application, on hearing 
the parties, or on hearing the applicant, and on proof of service of 
the summons on the other party, if such other party does not appear ; 
but where any application is heard by the registrar, he may, if he 
shall think fit, adj ourn the same for hearing by the Judge. 

(8.) Before cautiating any person to serve as referee or umpire, the 










hv 





Judge or registrar shall ascertain that such person is willing to serve, | 


if appointed. 

(9.) The appointment may be made by endorsement on the sum- 
mons, or by a separate order. 

(10.) The costs of the application shall be in the discretion of the 
Judge or registrar, who may order the same to be paid by one party 
to the other, or to be dealt with as costs attending the reference under 
section 20 of the Act [46 & 47 Vict. c. 61, 8. 20]. Such costs, if 
allowed, shall be taxed on such scale as the Judge or registrar shall 
direct, subject, in the case of any direction by the registrar, to review 


by the J udge. 
ORDER La. 
Costs. 

33. Order La., rule 6a.] Item 92 shall be read and have effect as if 
the words ‘‘or on an examination of witnesses under Order XVIIL., 
Rule 14,” were inserted therein after the word ‘‘ registrar.” 

34. Order La., Rule 9a. Costs in equitable proceedings, where subject 
matter does not exceed £20. ] In proceedings under sections 67 and 70 
of the Act, or under the Settled Land Act, 1882, where the subject 
matter does not exceed twenty pounds, the Judge may order the 
costs to be taxed under Column B. 


ORDER Ls. 


Fines. NEGLECT oR Misconpuct oF OFFICERS. COMMITTAL FOR 
CONTEMPT. ENFORCEMENT OF Fines. THE County Courts 
Act, Sections 48, 49, 50, 102, 112, 162, anp 167. THe SuMMARY 
JURISDICTION AcTs, 11 & 12 Vict. 0. 43, 42 & 43 Vicr. o. 49. 

35. Rule 1—Issue and service of summons to answer complaint of 
assault or rescue under 51 & 52 Vict, c. 43, ¢. 48.] m 
mee . the Judge os re gistrer tha 
e in the execution of his duty, or 






has FOCUed OF attempted to rescue any goods levied under Rrae phy 
the Court, the registrar —t iague su mons under sectior the 





shall be served personally om the defendant one clear day before the 

re 
36. Rule 2— Witnesses and costs on complaint under 51 & 52 Vict. c. 
issued last 





43, th, On te - of a summons ty the Jaa f. 
e, or on the summary ge. of a 
com S an taken into and t 
him un et ae ae cep ad and 
their attendance enforved in like sanner a8 on i 
e J shall ha wor to award eatts to the com 
DINpIaint 18 dismissed, 





er scale. 
aaa under 51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, 8. 48.—Enforcement of 


- Rule 3 
order.] An im: a fine for an offence under section 48 of 
the Act shall 1774 in the Appendix ; and 
the dane of such fine a the order of 


aP povens the Act [51 
. 167], and according to the forms 177B, 177D, and 177z in the 
p Bicaed ey by distress and sale of the goods of the defendant under 
warrant of execution, og, in default or (as in liey of 
distress, by imprisonmen of th Tefendant for any_perios not 
: sola hich, under the Summary Jurisdiction Act 
1 . &. 43, 42 & 43 Vict. o. 49], may im posec pec 
of the default of sufficient distress to f; injlar gun adiod 
(Se paid on summary convictio being hac DrOVisiOn 
of the Summary Ju Hotion Acts set out in Part II. ot the] ppendix, 
38. Rule 4—Summons for neglect, d&c., under 51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, 8. 
49, or for extortion, &c., under 51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, 8. 50.) A summons 


against a bailiff under section 49 of the Act for connivance, ~ 


oPomisstor, oraz summons against a bailiff 

Court under section 50 of the Act f or misconduct or any 
other offence, shall, on complaint , be 
issued according to the form Se et te ae , as the 


case may be, and such summons served personally on the 
wa be chunpen tundhear dou Netanya tinea eae 
39. Rule 5—Order under 51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, 8. 49, ors. 50.) An 
order under section 49 or section 50 of the Act shall be 
the form 177¢ or 1771 in the Appendix, as the case yrahany 40 
default of compliance with oar ak sein ciomton envies pues 
may iovne theceen in Hike maueee 2 2 Sree ch are The 


ese 


costs awarded by any such order shall be taxed on such scale as the 
Judge shall order, and in default of any order shall be taxed on 
the scale which would be applicable to the amount ordered to be paid 

if such amount were recovered in an action. 
40. Rule 6—Fine on juror under 51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, 8. 24 | be 
en 


remitted on cause shewn—Compare 25 & 25 Vict. c. 102, s. 12 
under section 102 of the Act a fine for non-attendance is im 
pe person summoned as a juror, 
days ; , 

, inform such = that puch ime bas beet iuiatidd, tae thes 
pment thereof will not be enforoed for fourteen dx and that 


abe 
bk 
13 
z2 












any 

shall | to the Judge, who, on on considering the ee aan eh affidavit, 
or on h xe nT ee a aoe eee eee 
rerait such 

41. Rule 7—Form of summonses to witnesses.}] Summonses to 
witnesses shall be according to the forms 1458 and 146 in the 
wR ial Order under 51 & 52 "id, 43, s. 111, ¢ ng fing) 

42. Rule 8— un A oP 8. 
=Linforcement of order.) An ee action Tt of 






tho Act, imposing a fine for pina As Bondy 

as ® witness, or a fine on a pee FY 2 ge sty 

to be sworn or give evidence, rag angen, Bg Aer wt g Meg 

the Appendix ; and pe of such fine ma i the 
order of the Judge, pursuan' & 52 Vict. 

ce. 43, s. 167 


to the forms 149, ite and 1490 in the 
goods of the witness under 






isoas of mcihdact Gavan ie. 


id on summary conviction, regard had to the of 
the Suunmary Jurodction Act gt out in IL. of the 

43. Rule 9—Committal or fine for nee a See 
mitting a person to prison or im: — 
in section 162 of the Act [51 & Vict 0 43, «1 }] shall be accord 








j A scoording Le Appendh 
der (herein- -after called ¢ the d defendant 








ing to the form 2974 the pie the forme be 
enforced by proceedings according to the forms 2972 and 2970 in the 
Appendix, ‘ 
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| 44. Rule 10—Forms 148, 149, and 297 in the Appendix to the| wansmatt ». Be 

County Court Rules, 189, ‘and forms 1454 and 1404 in the Appendix Ti" nae 

County Court es, 1892, are hereby ann ‘Tramway CompaNny—DgB8NTURE-HOLDER—SALE 0 zB UNDERTA ~ 
We, Alfred Martineau, Henry J. Stonor, Mackenzie D. Chalmers,| Recerver anp Manacer—Wrnvina en, nal Prete yin 

Richard end William L. Selfe, being Judges of ‘County Aor, 1870 (34 & 35 Vicr. c. 78), s. 44—Companres Act, 1862 (25 & 26 

Courts, to frame Rules and Orders for regulating the} Vicr. c. 89), s. 199. 

Practice of the Courts and Forms of Proceedings therein, having, by a from a decision of Kekewich, J. This was an action bro ht 

virtue of the vested in us in this behalf, framed the foregoin plaintiffs on behalf of themselves and all other the holders of 

Rules and . do hereby certify the same under our hands an pak AT. debentures issued by the South Staffordshire and Birmin ham 


submit them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 
(Signed) ALFRED MARTINEAU. 
Henry J. Stonor. 
MACKENZIE D. CHALMERS, 
RiIcHARD HARINGTON. 
WituiaM L, SELFE. 


HERSCHELL, C. 

RussELL oF Kiz1owsEn, C.J. 

F, JEuNE, P. 

A. L, Sutra, L.J. 

ARTHUR CHARLES, J, 

R, B. Frytay. 

JoHN Hunter, President of 
Incorporated Law Society. 

I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the first a of 


May 1895. 
: (Signed) 
The 8th day of April 1895. 
' [There ie an Appendix to the Rules containing a large number of 
forms. ] 
TRANSFER OF ACTION, 
Orvgr or Court. 


Monday, the 25th day of March, 1895. 
I, Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby transfer the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto to the 
Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 


SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Nortu (1893—W—No. 3289). 


Between John Wilson (pit), and Martiny, 1d, Edward Norman, and 
Thomas Young Strachan (dfts). 


Approved (Signed) 


HERSCHELL, C, 


Herscuett, C. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 
BARTLETT o. FORD'S HOTEL 00. (LIM.)—No. 1, 9th April. 


Anprraration—Sravine Procerprvcs—Supmission—"Srer my THE Pro- 
CEEDINGs "’—Summuons ror Timez To DELIVER Derence—ARBITRATION 


Aor, 1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 49), s 


Appeal from an order of Collins, J 
recover a sum of money for work done under a building contract, whereby | }, 
plaintiff agreed to erect an hotel for the defendants. There was a 
in the contract that any disputes arising thereunder should be 
to arbitration. The defendants took out a summons and obtained 
for fourteen days’ further time to deliver a statement of defence. 
defendants, before delivering a statement of defence, took out a 
nn ng oe rt the Abi are ~ ih at wd an order that 

action sho stayed. The plaintiff contended 
the defendants, by By toling nb 0 summons and obtaining an order for 
further time to deliver a statement of defence, had taken “a step in the 
6 Mvithin the of section 4, and that an order staying 
could not be made. Collins, J., made the order. The 
Chappell v. North (40 W. R. 16; 1891, 2 Q. B. 252), 

Palace and Pier (Limited) v. Woodhouse (41 W. R. 488; 
, 2 Ch. -~- rina and Ives v. Willans (42 W. R. 396; 1894, 1 Ch. 68) were 


.» at chambers. The action was to 


us 


/ 


a 


a 


Tue cost (Lorzs and Ricry, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 
PR iar Bo oy wie & og he as 





No Di p fhe consen’ opp yee to an 
Be Bayon alice fla Re ead a ste’ 
Sieg reer iata 


- nares yma an order obtained. --: the cases cited the distinction 






ats, th step In rove: roceed- 
of Salen dl of the ‘Arbitration ‘Act, 1 89, and 


= 
eee in the action was wrong. 

Ruger, L.J. B. le; Arnold Statham. Soxsctr- 
q7oRs, W. I. on Mune $ Longden. _ sss rr et ee 


\Reported by W. F. Banny, Barrister-at-Law.] 








District Steam Tramways Co. (Limited), now dissolved, against the South 
Staffordshire Tramways Co., which was the statutory successor to the 
dissolved limited company. Thg_object of the acten was to hove the 


Plata and otbere, remasa ‘ud tt 
vers and man ) t on he < 
mio appalling weodvars_and_ manager; bu that the plaintiffs were — 


entitled to the appointment of a manager nor to any order for sale, and 
he discharged the receivers and es and pa ane a receiver only 
of the company’s undertaking and of the net earnings thereof. From 
this decision the plaintiffs ap; » and conten: that they were 
entitled to an order for a sale of the company’s Te ge — tram- 

e. The 


ways, and the gee of a receiver an 
debentures held he laintiffs, and by those on ae behalf they sued, 
were issued by a company, formed in 1883 under 
the Companies Act, 1862, for the purpose of and working certain 
tramways. Power ’to make and work them was obtained by the company 
from the Board of Trade under the provisions of the ways Act, 
1870. The on were for £100 each, repayable on the Ist ot 
— 1897, were constituted a charge on the undertaking 
all the property of the company present and future, incladi 
uncalled ca) itn. PThe conditions upon which the debentures were issu 
were as follows:—‘‘(1) The mortgage debenture is one of a series of 
mo e debentures, issued, or about to be issued, by the company for 
securing an aggregate sum of £50,000, with interest ‘at the rate of £5 per 
cent. perannum. (2) The debentures of the said series shall rank pari 
passu as @ first charge upon the property of the company, without any 
reference nl thes one over another. (3) Notwithstanding the charge 
| se created, the company shall be at — in the course of its busi- 
ness, and for the purpose of continuing and carrying on the same, to use, 
= loy, sell, lease, exchange, or otherwise deal with all or any rt of the 
said property, or call up its uncalled cap ital, unless default shall be made 
in payment of any principal moneys or interest hereby secured for the 
space of three calendar months after the same tively shall have 
become due according to the tenure of this debenture, or the company 
shall go into liquidation either voluntarily or » A the order of a competent 
court. (4) In the event of such default or such See liquidation, 
whichever shall first happen, the liberty and onthen’ to the company 
hereinbefore given shall cease, and the cha the indenture created 
shall and may be immediately enforceable. 6) othing herein contained 
shall be taken to authorize creation of any mortgage or charge of or 
upon the said property or any part thereof having priority over the said 







charge.”” In se aap (52 & 53 Vict. > exci.) was passed dis- 
solving the creating a new company, which was the 
defendant om. wall the rights and obligations of the limited com- 


pany were vested by this statute in the defendant company ; and whatever 
rights the dechonbane= holders of the limited company had over its tram- 
ways and undertaking were preserved and made applicable to the larger 
undertaking of the new company subject only to this qualification—viz., 
that the debentures issued by the limited company and those to be issued 

the new company were all to rank pari passu so as to exclude any ques- 
ton of priority inter se. The following cases, amongst others, were 
referred to in the course of the ut — Attorney-General v. — 
Eastern Railway Co. (28 W. R. 769, 5 App. Cas. 481), Baro 
River Dee Co. (10 App. Cas. 354, 33'W. R. Dig. 228), Potts v. Warwick ae 
Birmingham Canal Co. (Kay, 142), Barton- upon-HumbeF and District Water 
Co. (88 W. R. 8, 42 Ch. D. 585), Borough of Portsmouth Tramways Co. (40 
W. R. 553; 1892, 2 Ch. 366), Bartlett v West Metropolitan Tramways Co. (42 
W. R. 500; 1893, 3 Oh. 437; 1894, 2 Ch. 286), Edinburgh Street Tramways 
Oo. v. Lora "Provost, $c., of Béinburgh (1894, A. C. 456), and Burt, Bolton, § 
Hayward v. Bull (1895, 1 Q. B. 276). 

Tue Covrt (Lord Hatssury and Livpiey and A. L. Saurrn, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. 

The judgment of the court was delivered by 

Laymar, L.J., who stated the facts as above, and continued :—The 

this eal is whether the hekdere of the Greniame 













any. 
; i unques nab y creates an ons 
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Gardner ¥. Sieh itpend ete : erate ity 525, L. B.2.Ob. 
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202). It becomes nec , therefore, to consider what a tramway 
) company 




















is and what its unde is, and to Ww an equitable 
lien or charge upon its tramways and undertaking falls within the general 
rule or within the exception toit. Tramways mw apanies, 
jhowever formed, are all governed by the Tramways Act, 18/0, to which 

M3 hecessary to refer. By this statute provision is m or obtaining 
from the Board of Trade provisional orders authorizing the construction 
of tramways (sections 4 and 8). Provisional orders'so o have to be 
submitted to Parliame confirmation, and the A @ pro- 
visional © s deemed to be a public general Act. The 


{ authorized to construct a tramway, either by a provisional order or by 


any 

special Act, are referred to as “ ibe promoters ’’ (sections 4 and 24), and 

they may be the local authority of the ict in which the tramway is to 
ers ; ti 


























bé made, Gr gny person, persons, corporation, or company (section 4). But 
b persons to whimmtramways have bee hose sections w 

# authorize their Mlé%are also deemed to be promoters (see sections 43 and 

44). So that ion ‘ promoters ’”’ y means, not only the 









5. is, however, P hat neither le § (sect 

censees (section 35) are promoters. Moreover, the term ‘‘ promoters’”’ 
does not include debenture-holders. Debenture-holders have no right to 
litory powers conferred by the Act or provisional orders 
on the promoters; nor are debenture-holders liable to perform the 
statutory duties imposed upon the promoters by the Act or Sd 

provisional orders made under its authority. It is important to bear th 
in mind in considering the right to sell the tramways. The Tramways 
Act, 1870, is silent on the subject of borrowing money by the promoters; 
but providthad orders sometimes contain regulations on the subject. The 
elimi mpany to borrow money on the security of Their 
vase. Nor, indeed, can the validity 
ed company be disputed after their 
e mpany’s special Act. The Tram- 
ways Act, 1870, does not in terms require the promoters either to make or 
maintain the tramways which they are autho! to construct. But the 
Act, nevertheless, enables the Board of Trade to grant licences to other 
persons to use tramways if the public are deprived of their full benefit 
(section 35), and authorizes the Board of Trade to put an end to the 

_OVer ways, W ma, ¥ 
removed at the expense of the promoters (section 41). Similar authority 
is given to the Board of Trade it the promoters are insolvent so that they 
are unable to maintain the tramway or work the same to the advantage of 
the public (section 42). But although the Act itself assumes rather than 
imposes duties in favour of the public the provisional orders made 
under the Act frequently impose such duties in express terms. 
For example, one of the provisional orders in this case —— 
tho promoters to maintain their tramways to the satisfaction of the 
road authorities, and to run carriages twelve times a day, and to run 
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two each way at low fares (see the Wi and District 
Tramways Provisional Order of 1882, ss. 10, 33, 36). 1€ 

the p Q 

is : 

far to bring tram 

othe¥ Companies formed for pul DUEPO tistinguish them om 
ording y trading companies in whose property and undertakings the 
public have no interest. In two important supeete, however, railway 
companies differ from tramway companies. t, railway companies 


(unless the Railway Abandonment Acts apply to them) cannot be wound 
up under the Companies Act, 1862, and tramway companies can 
(see Companies Act, 1862, s. 199); secondly, railways cannot be sold 
by the companies to which they belong, whilst tramways can be sold 
by the promoters, with the eanction of the Board of Trade (see sections 
43 and 44 of the Tramways Act, 1870). But when the ion to 
wind up is not invoked the first of those differences is t, and 
as the debenture-holders are not promoters, and cannot either sell under 
the statutory powers conferred on the promoters or require the promoters 
to sell under those powers, the second difference does not assist them. 
Notwithstanding those differences, it, may therefore be truly said that, as 
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A 31 . R. 601, 41 

In Blaker v. Herts and Essex Waterworks Oo. Kay,  J., decided 
he held that 
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os 1_the ordinary form; and, 
» nen ; S ara v. London, » and 

| Dover Railway (ubi supra) — as much to waterworks com: as to 

railway companies. The fact that waterworks com can be wound 


ing up the company’s property can be sold by the liquidator, does not 
appear to have been noticed either by counsel be the court. 
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died Gotedemait oa we the case was more oe dha art ae ene 
i j it was that-no ought to Cases, 
however, were referred to in which seodlions and managers of tramways 













































































wound up at the instance a 
evidently thought that the 
Dover Railway Co, (ubi 

companies, a view which is 


. po 
1870, does not enable a tramway company 
ight to sell the company’s tramways nor & 
judicial sale under the order of the court in an action t to enforce 
the security. In the event of a sale under that section a 
sale would form part of the debenture-holders’ security, but it does not 
wen of sale oat te ae ae eae 
by the plaintiffs or court. 
exercised, the case cannot be dis 
ge a aptamer paens 
a Ci i sts 


follow that the 
can be 













be dismissed 


— 
must 
is Bund; Sir Richard Webster, Q.C., Bramwell 


Som ha Q.C., aud 
wate 0., and 0. B. 
B. Jenkins. Sotscrrons, Spencer Whitehead, tor Mil , Birmingham ; 
Munns $ Longden. 


(Reported by W. Sxaticacss Goppanp, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Queen’s Benca Division. 
BAYNES & 00. », LLOYD AND ANOTHER—10th April. 


Lanptorp ann Tsnant—Leass—Exrration or Lasson’s Tenm—Quter 
Ensorment—Imptisp CoveNANT ror. 


Action tried before Lord Russell, C.J., in which the learned judge 
fine & grail: bh ele a q 
facts and cases cited appear in the judgment. 
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are held by the landlords.’’ It will thus be seen that 
no express covenants on the points here in question. 
of this lease was prepared by the defendants’ solicitors in the 
course, and sent to the plaintiffs’ solicitors for approval on the 
885, and was executed on the date, 3lst of March, 1885, 
a matter of fact, the premises demised were and 
described as No. 22, Bush-lane instead of No. 21, Bush- 
however, no mistake as to the identity of the parcels, 
pm (es to treat the insertion of the wrong number, 
error for No. 22. It is important, however, to note 
defendants’ estate in the premises No. 22, which were in 
to be demised, and were in fact occupied by the plaintiffs, 
29th of September, 1893 (that is to say, about two years 
of the term in the sub-lease to the plaintiffs), the 

had, in respect of the premises No. 21, Bush-lane, an estate 
enable them to grant the term of ten and a half years. I call 
this in order to make it clear that there was in fact a bond 
, and that there was no intention on the part of the defendants 
the plaintiffs, or to misrepresent the facts. In other words, 
case must be dealt with on the assumption that there was, on the part 
defendants, no fraud or wilful misrepresentation, but, on the con- 
, that they executed the lease in good faith. The question which 
arises is, Is there any implied covenant, or, more correctly, any 
in law, either for title or for quiet enjoyment, and, if there be one 
other, does it endure beyond the continuance of such estate as the 
ta, the lessors, in fact had? It was contended for the plaintiffs 
v. &t. John (15 W. R. 678, L. R. 2 C. P. 376) was an authority 
of their contention. In my opinion it is not. The headnote 
think, accurately convey what was in fact decided in Stranks’ 
There it mg that the defendant purported to grant a lease for 
years by writing, not under seal, as required by the statute 8 & 9 
. c. 106, and the first question was whether the instrument, being 
asa lease, could, nevertheless, be held to be operative as an executory 
t to grant a lease under the 4th section of the Statute of Frauds. 
court, following the authorities, held that it might be so regarded as 

an agreement to grant a lease. The question arose on demurrer to the 
declaration, and the facts stated in the declaration were, therefore, 
admitted to be true. It was there alleged that the defendant never—not 
merely at the time of the agreement, but never—had any right or title to 
let the premises to the plaintiff. The court having decided the first point 
the instrument was good as an executory agreement to let, that is, to 
grant a lease, the next point was whether a person who admitted that he 
had any right to make such an ment was not liable for 
for breach of contract. The court held (and it is difficult to see 
could have held otherwise) that he was so liable. But has that 
any bearing on this? I think it has not. That was an executory 
to lease. This is an indenture under seal—a lease executed 
dne formalities. Had the instrument in Stranks’ 
sealed it would also have been perfectly valid as a 
in that case, the authorities there cited would not 
The question then would have been, as it 
remedy, if any, has the plaintiff under the lease under seal 
formally executed, and any prelim contract to grant the lease 
would have no relevance to that question, for the plain reason that the 
are bound (except in circumstances of fraud or misrepresentation) 

the final instrument validly executed. It is clear that under such an 

as in Stranks’ case the intending lessee was entitled before he 
lease tendered under the agreement to be satisfied that the 
lessor had a good title to grant it, and for this purpose he had 
insist upon it) to require full disclosure. As was 

in Keech v. Hall (1 Doug. 22), ‘‘ whoever wants 
he takes a lease, should inquire after and examine the 
it is an entirely different question what is the legal 
eC $ wng V. Woolf (41 W. R. 106; 1893, 
see also ton Vv. (87 W. R. 663, 41 Ch. Div. 103), 
ight (1 W.R. 415, 8 Ex. 913), Hall v. City of London 

Co. (2 B. & S. 737). There being, then, in this case no express 
, the next question is whether the law will annex any, 
or covenants. As I have pointed out, the plaintiffs 
covenant or covenant in law for title, and, alternatively, 
oyment. The term “implied covenant’’ is often used in a 
as denoting a covenant, which is to be gathered from 
of the instrument 2 from words or phrases not generally 
to express a covenant, in this sense an implied covenant is 
purposes the same as an covenant; but, secondly, it 
to @ covenant in law, that is, a covenant attached by 


any intention of the parties, to the use 
for example, 
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, for example, ‘‘ demise,”’ or to a cular 

t of “landlord and tenant.’’? It is with a 

in this latter sense that we have to do in this case. Before 
—_ — — does in 7 _— t case annex either a 
or quiet enjoyment, it is necessary to consider the 
between the two covenants. In an ordinary purchase-deed 
five covenants which may all be properly described as 
, that the vendor is alent tes “Son, thant ho has 

, for quiet enjoyment, that free from incumbrances, 
assurance. In the assignment of a leasehold there are 
for title, that the lease is valid, that the assignor 
to assign, for quiet enjoyment, that free from 
for further assurance. Now, these covenants are 
covenants for title, but a covenant for title sensu stricto, as 
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between the two is clearly 


pointed out by Lord Ellenborough in 
Howgll v. Rie (11 7 


633, at pp. 642, 643). Aman may know that 
ect, for or otherwise, in his title, which he might, for 
that reason, be unable to force upon an unwilling purchaser, but 
which he is satisfied is a title, and which would enable him 
to grant a lease with ect security that his lessee would not be dis- 
turbed ; and that is all that a lessee really requires, for a lease is nothing 
more than a contract to deliver up possessi ' OF & fixe | 
ied =that et more 
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‘or example, bu eases for 


g 
title in leases is that for quiet 
enjoyment, and that generally a qualified covenant only. Will, then, the 


ence » ox C ’ 
long terms, the only usual covenant for 


law annex to the lease in question a covenant for title sensu stricto? Are 
there any words or phrases in it having that effect? I think not. No 
doubt the law has long attached a special signification to certain words. 
Thus the word ‘‘ demise’’ (which does not occur in the lease in question) 
impo covenant Tor title venant for quiet enjoyment: Line v. 
Stephenson (5 Bing. N. C. 183), an iom early times has 
as explained by Tindal, C.J., in (1 C. B. 402). It 










this been the law 
Williams v. Burrell 


also attached peculiar significance to other words, for example, to the 
word *‘ give” in a feoffment (Co. Litt. 384a); also to the words 
*‘ exchange ”’ 


(Co. Litt. 516), and * 
ti 


rant’’ (Co. Litt. 456). 
the case of the ‘ord 


** demise,’’? no spe 









aa this day, 
meaning 
a is connection 2 


effett.— “Tn wish to say, with great deference, 

although I agree in the decision of Mostyn v. The West Mostyn Coal 
Tron Co. (24 W. R. 401, 1 C. P. D. 145), I venture to doubt the correct- 
ness of the view which would appear to have been there suggested 
(1C. P. D.,atp. 125)—that any words equivalent to ‘‘demise” would import 
a covenant for title sensu stricto however they might importa covenant for 
quiet enjoyment; nor do I think that the case of Hart v. Windsor (12 
M. & W. 68, at p. 85), if carefully examined, will be found to support that 
view. There being, then, no language in the present case to which any 
covenant for title is, in my judgment, anne 'y law, it only remains to 
consider whether such a covenant for title i 2 i 




















. R. 415, 8 Ex. 913), decided in 1853, and since 
followed in 1863 in Hall v. The City of London Brewery Co (2 B. & 8. 737). 
These were, no doubt, cases of parol demise, but that fact seems to me un- 
important when considering whether the obligation is by law attached to 
the relation of landlord and tenant, of lessor and lessee. Ifit attaches 
by reason merely of that relation, it cannot matter whether that relation is 
created by parol or otherwise. Th i there is in 
this case any covenant in law for q 
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ee my ~ of this view I hom vhd 
Te TE“CNeeS OT Dandy Vv. ight and Hall v. The City of 
London Brewery Co. (amongst others), and I think, as stated by Cockburn, 
0.J., in the latter case (at p. 741), that the law is founded in good sense 
and that a covenant for quiet enjoyment is imported ex vi termini. If the 
matter rested here the plaintiffs would be entitled to judgment, but it 
does not rest here. The question remains, assuming such a covenant in 
law for quiet enjoyment to be imported into the lease, what is its dura- 
tion? I have come to the conclusion, after careful consideration of the 

implied covenant or covenant in law dete p 
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.G 6 Bing. 656), where a collected, 
anf the rule Titre stated to have prevailed since the time of Elizabeth. 
The same point was again expressly decided in 1862 in Penfold v. Abbott 
(11 W. R. 169, 32 L. J. Q. B. 67): see also the the case of 
Williams v. Burrell (1 OC. B. 402). For these reasons the plaintiffs must, I 
think, fail. The rule is too firmly and too long established to be now 
questioned. Nor can I regard this case as one of special a The 

laintiffs had, in the draft lease sent to them for approval, aud in the 
fos itself, express notice that the defendants were themselves lessees 
only, but they failed to inquire into the terms of their lessora’ lease, 
although they were at the same time covenanting in the sub-lease in 
question to discharge some of its obligations. The courts, in my humble 
opinion, have too often sought, in order to avoid hardship, to import by 
implication protective provisions not to be found expressed in written 
contracts. It is not desirable to make further effort in this direction. I 
think it much better that contracting parties should be made clearly to 
understand that their duty isto put into the contracts into which the 
enter such express provisions as may be needed for their protection. 
therefore give judgment for the defendants, with costs. Judgment for 
defendants.—Counssi, English Harrison; Gully, Q.0., and H. Sutton. 
Sorrcrrors, Lowless $ Co. ; Fishers. 

[Reported by Sir Suzrstow Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.] 


REG, v. BAKER—O. C. R., 6th April. 


OrmrnaL rigs to Cut ot or EvipEnce. 


Case stated for the ppigfon of the Court of Crown Cases Reserved by 
his Honour Judge Cha’ . as Commissioner of Assize at the 
Glam: ire Assize$ on the 9th of February, 1895. The defendant was 
indicted for wilful and corrupt perjury, the facts rye ger that on the 
18th of December, 1894, at the petty sessions held at , before the 
stipendiary magistrate, he was charged with the offence of selling beer 
without a licence, and, ha been duly sworn, that he had 
never directly or indirectly 

selling 


the plea of guilty to be put in toa 
previous charge of beer without a jon, contrary to section 3 of 
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the Licensing Act, 1872, on the 6th of November, 1894, and that he had 
no knowledge that his solicitor was going to plead guilty on his behalf, 
and that it was against his wish and will that the plea of guilty = 
in. It was proved before the learned commissioner that at the h gz 
before the stipendiary magistrate the defendant swore that he had been 

reviously pose an of selling beer without a licence on the 6th of 
Reventes, 1894, and that the conviction was in respect of the same pre- 
mises, and that he had never authorized the plea of guilty to be put in on 
the 6th of November. It was also proved that the defendant, after full 
explanation of the matter, had authorized his solicitor oll ge guilty on 
his behalf, and that when he was informed of what been done he 
expressed himeelf as perfectly satisfied with the result. Counsel for the 
defendant took the objection that even if the statements made by the 
defendant were knowingly falee they could not amount to perjury, because 
they were not material to the issues then pending before the stipendiary 
magistrate. He argued that the eaid statements could not be material, on 


Mh the following grounds :—(a) That as the defendant, the said Henry Baker, 

A had admitted his seeviout tonviotion, and had not ap) therefrom, it 
was immaterial to the then pending inquiry whether previous plea of 
guilty had been put in by the defendant’s consent or not; @ thet the 
previous conviction could only become material when the 


magistrate decided to convict in the then pending proceeding, and that 
as a fact the proceedings had been adjourned to await the result of the 
prosecution for perjury ; (c) that a previous conviction only affected the 
amount of punishment to be awarded by a magistrate, and not any issue 
to be determined by him; and, further, that the magistrate could only 
take cognizance of the fact of the previous conviction, and not of the 
circumstances under which it was obtained. The learned commissioner 
held that the defendant, having tendered himself as a witness, was pro- 
perly examined at that stage of the proceedings the circum- 
stances of his previous conviction, and that his answers were material, 
inasmuch as in the event of a conviction the facts deposed to would be 
taken into consideration by the magistrate in the ultimate determination 
of the case. The jury found the defendant guilty. The question for the 
opinion of the court was whether the above statements of the defendant 
were material to the issues then depending before the stipendiary magis- 
trate. No counsel now appeared for the defendant. 

Tue Court (Lord Russeit, C.J., and Hawxis, Cave, Granruam, and 
Laweanceg, JJ.), without calling on counsel for the prosecution, affirmed 
the conviction. 

Lord Russzt1, C.J., in giving judgment, said that the sole point which 
the court had to determine was whether the false statements which the 
jury found that the defendant wilfully made were material. The answer 
to the first argument which had been addressed to the learned commis- 
sioner was that the denial of that which was true would affect the 


defendant's credit as a witness. There was authority i shew that, when 
&@ Man was examined as a witness, statements made ect I's 
credit were malere- A magistrate might be m altecte 

circumstances of the c} e ces 0) 
‘conviction m 


e ‘ UD t 
conviction might have an important upon the amount of punish- 
ment. Neither were the remaining objections cound. The circumstances 
of the conviction might have an important bearing on the amount of 
punishment, and if the magistrate found that the conviction had taken 
place per incuriam he might eay, ‘‘ I will treat this as a first offence.” 
was quite wrong to say that the magis uld only take j 


took place. 6 learned judge therefore held fh 
aateeal: and in support of this view referred to . V. Ov-rton (Car. & 
M. 655), Reg. v. Lavey (3 C. & K. 26), and oF. . & O, 109). 
He was thentoré OF spinion that the coneiStien must stand. 
Hawkins, Cave, Grantuam, and Lawrance,JJ., concurred. Convic- 
tion affirmed.—Counsgx, C. J. Jackson. 
[Reported by T. B.C. Diit, Barrister-at-Law.]j 

































LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Tn pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual general 
mevting, held July 15, 1881, to the effect that mee of the society 
should be held in January and April, a special general meeting of the 
members of the society will be held in the hall of the society on Friday, 
the 26th inst., at two o'clock precisely, to consider the subjects hercin- 
after mentioned, and of which notice has been duly given :— 


Soxicrrors tro Government DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. Harysy Cuirron will ask :— 

‘* What steps the council have taken to secure the exclusive appointment 
of solicitors to Government Solicitorships on future vacancies arising, and 
what assurances have been obtained that the right of solicitors to hold 
solicitors’ appointments shall not be ignored in future. If no satisfactory 
assurance has been given, whether the council will not at once take steps 
to obtain an amendment to the Solicitors Acts, which at present do not 
extend to the ‘examination, swearing, admission, or enrolment of the 
Solicitors of the Treasury, Customs, Excise, Post Office, or any other 
branch of Her Majesty’s Revenue.’ ” 


County Court Fszs. 

Mr. F. Anmirace will move :— 

** That this meeting is of opinion that the fees charged in the county 
courts are excessive, and should be reduced, so that (a) no fees be higher 
than those in force at the Mayor's Court for similar work; (6) no fees be 
charged in actions to recover sums not exceeding £2."’ 





) Wag my vty Ag re ‘is - ~ 
* That in the opinion costs 
the Chancery Queen’s Bench Di of the yw tied = 9 


.” Mr. C. W. Williams 
Tebbutt, C. Herbert Smith, and A. W. 
another stranger, also made an 
which was, however, finally lost by 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Inetitution, Chancery-lane on Wednesday, 
the 10th inst., Mr. Sidney Smith in the chair. 
were Messrs. W. Beriah Brook, Grantham 
Harris (Leicester), Henry Roscoe, and J. T. 
£280 was distributed in grants of relief, and 
acted. The anniversary dinner has been fixed for 
Hotel Metropole, when the chair will be taken 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 

Mr. J. Lawnence Ganz, Q.C., M.P., died recently on thie 
from New Zealand. He was the ‘son of Mr. Edward Gane, and was 
to the bar in 1870. He went the North-Eastern Circuit, and 
Queen’s Counsel in 1885, and in 1886 was elected member for 


Mr. R. J. Biron, Q.C., as a M 
Mr. Arruun T. Cumminas, solicitor, of 14, Sherborne-lane, 
William-street, London, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 


Hs 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Apmissions. 

Mr. J. E. Arrzn, “ — Mowbray, has taken “y tema (Mr. . 
Arrer) into partnersh relation to practice Melton Mowbray, 
and = style of the rat will be Atter & Son. 

Mr. Anraur T. Cumaincs, solicitor, of 14; Sherborne-lane, King 

Mason, of 32, 
under 


William-street, London, E.C., has made a 
Mr. Barry W. Mason, the son of the late John Nic 
Gresham-street, E.C. The firm will practise at the above address 
the style of Phillips, Cummings, & Mason. 


GENERAL. 


The following are the judges who have been selected to go on circuit 
the ensuing Summer Assizes, viz. :—South-Eastern Circuit, the 
Justice of Lord Russell of Killowen); Midland 
Baron Pollock and Mr. Justice Charles; 

Hawkins and Mr. Justice Kennedy; North - Eastern Circuit, 
Mathew and Bruce; Northern Circuit, Justices Cave and Wills ; 
Circuit, Mr. Justice Grantham; Western Circuit, Mr. Justice youn 
Williams; North Wales Circuit, Mr. Justice Lawrance; South 
Circuit, Mr. Justice Collins. 


Mr. J. Wallis Davis, solicitor, and secretary of the Parich and Raral 
District Councils Association, having advised that tke chairmen of district 
ane ie aa oe Se during their 
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his bookmarks. Inthe afternoon the lawyer, taking up his books, referred 
the court to his authorities. The judge noted every volume and page 
carefally, and took the case under consideration. In rendering his opinion 
he said: ‘‘I was inclined, after hearing the argument of counsel for 
defendant, to nonsuit the plaintiff; but I find, on referring to the 
authorities aig by counsel, that none of them bears on this case, and I 
am led to that the gentleman has been trying to insult the court. 


@ monkey for damages for biting him ; to a case of arson, one of burglary, 
two of petit larceny, and three divorce cases, none of which bears on an 
action to recover on a promissory note. Perhaps the grossest insult to the 
court is referring to Duckworth v. Boozyman, an action charging the 
defendant with breach of promise of marriage. Judgment for plaintiff, 
with costs.’’ The lawyer never knew what the matter was, and to this 
day thinks the judge was out of his mind. 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE: 


Rota or Reoisrrars 1x ATTENDANCE ox 





Aprgat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Curry. Nora. 
22 Mr. Lavie Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberton 
+33 Carrington Pugh Ward 
Lavie Beal Pemberten 
Carrington Pugh Ward 
Lavie Beal Pemberton 
Carrington Pugh Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justics 
Sriauixs. KEKEwICcn. Romze, 
Mr. Clowes Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer 
Jackson Godfrey Rolt 
Clowes Leach Farmer 
Jackson Godfrey Rolt 
Clowes Leach Farmer 
Jackson Godfrey Rolt 








HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION, 
Masters 1n Cuampers ror Easter Srttines, 1895. 


A to F—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Kaye; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Pollock. 

G to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Walton; Tuesdays, 
Thuradays, Saturdays, Master Butler. 

O to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Archibald ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Manley Smith. 


Easter Sitttines, 1895. 


A to F—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Johnson are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 110, at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

G to N—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Macdonell are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 183, on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. 

O to Z—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Wilberforce are to be made returnable before him in his own 
room, No. 179, at 11.30 a.m. on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays. 

The parties are to meet in the ante-room of Masters’ Chambers, and 
the summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the day aft er the 
summonses to be heard before the master sitting in chambers, and will be 
called over by the attendant on the respective rooms for a first and second 
time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the master in the same manner as 
if they were returnable at chambers. By orper or THe Masters. 


Wanntno To intenpinc Hovss Purcnasers anp Lesszes.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Exawined by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 


. 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 guineas; 


country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fuivay, April 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarrep ix CHancery. 
Dovestox, DaveY, Huu, & Co, Lauren (1m voluntary LiquipaTioy)—Creditors are re- 
uired, on or before May 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Frederick John Wilson, 125, Deansgate, Manchester. James J 
Lambert, Manchester, solor to liquidator _ 
Gower Jrox axp Tix Pirate Co, Limitev—Petn for winding up will be heard on April 24 
£mith & Son, Gresham House, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
not later than 6 o'clock in the,afternvon of April 23 
Liaxcotten Lins anv Fivxine Sroxe Co, Limitep (1x Liguipatioy)—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 


\ * of their debts or claims, to Charles George Haswell, 81, Foregate st, Chester 


New Morocco Bouxp Co, Lutrreo —Peta for windiag up, preseated April 10, directed to 
be heard on April 24. Barber & Son, Founders’ Hall, St Swithin’s lane, solors for 


yor. Notice of ing must reach tha abovenamod not later thaa 6 o'clock in 
‘afternoon of Apri'23 


Oxiver Rowe, Lutrrep—Creditors are pated, on or before May 22, to send their names 
lars of Bt 


and addresses, and the eir debts or claims, to Clarence 
Paul’s chbrs, Ludgate hill. Hazcourt & Co, Ludgate hill, solors for liquidator 

Porter anv Tuomas Patnt Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 11, to 
send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claimr, to Henry 
Knollys Honey, 4, Abchurch yd, Cannon st 

Securities Insurance Co, Limrtep—Petn for windivg up, ted April 5, directed to 
be heard on April 24. Francis & Johnson, 26, ‘Austin Redon ethers for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not iater than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


April 23 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Saxctuary Harnisoy, Ancient Order of Shepherd’s Friendly Society, Cookson’s Arms, 
Corstorphine Town, South Shields, Durham. April 6 


London Gazette.—Tuxzspay, April 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liarep m CHancery. 

Loxpow AnD Com1INgENTAL Bank aypD Excuanoe, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented Jan 8, directed to be heard on April 25. Angove & Bromwich, Great Winchester 
st, colors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 
o’clock in the afternoon of April 

V. Tucumayn & Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur E Green, 

17, Ccleman st. Thring, 4, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields, solor for liquidator 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipvay, April 12. 
Au.en, Rev Ricuarp, Gipsy Hill May 23 Robinson & Stannard, Eastcheap 
Anpenson, James Rosertsoy, Covent Grdn, Esq May 21 Bannister & Co, Bedford row 
Deum, Dene Saran Walthamstow, Board School Teacher May 31 Gard & Co, Gres- 


Beprorp, Samvusy, Heaton Park May4 Orrell, Manchester 

Buncorne, James, Croydon June 28 Comins, New Broad st 

Cuarman, Joux, W Norwood April 30 Dolling Smith, Wool Exchange 

Cuuncuwarp, Lovisa Jays, Earl’s Court May 20 Lewin & Co, Southampton st 
Coxpe.t, Cuartes James, Coulsdon May27 J G Condell, 29, Erlanger rd, New Cross 


Da ag, oe 8 Kensington, Gent May 25 Becher, Bedford row 

Davis, Exvizasetu Awyie, Bournemouth May 1 Mossop & Mossop, Lonz Sutton 
Duautne, Wit.1aMm, Farnborough, Fruit Grower May 4 Willett & Latter, Bromley 
Excar, Saran Lavinia, Southampton May 18 Hickman & Son, Southampton 

Fietu, Mary, Liverpool May 13 Robi & Bt d, Eastcheap 

een, eee Haymarket, Furniture Dealer May 25 Godfrey & Webb, West Smith- 


SE. Bristol May 9 Meade King & Bigg, Bristol 

Gopricn, Harnizt Euma, Brighton May13 Verrall & Borlase, Brighton 

Haxrvanp, Jouy, Kingston upon Hull, Gent June1 Davis, Hull 

Heim, Sanau, Notting Hill May 20 Ridsdale & Son, Gray’s inn sq 

Hutcnixson, Georce Jos, Kensington pk rd, Gent May 25 Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 
James, Isaac, Gloucester, Plumber May18 Abrsham Rice, Barton Lawn, Gloucester 
Lioyps, Frepericx, Highgate rd, Scenic Artist May13 Robinson & Standard, East- 





Levvesgen, Dawiet, York, Potato Merchant May 16 Spink & Brown, York 

LowerGay, Mauve, Portman sq May10 Upton & Co, Austinfriars 

Mexpe.sox, Heyay, Manchester, Silversmith July1 Abrahams & Co, Old Jewry 

Micter, Witt1am Samvet, Carlton ter,Gent May10 Fraser, Soho sq 

Mitts, Jons Atyrep, Brompton, Esq June1 Herbert, Cork st 

Oxtver, Caantes Eowix, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent May 31 Aston & Co, Edgware rd 

Porrer, Tuomas, Ardingley, Gent May 9 Potter, Kilburn 

Payos, Resecca, Reigate May 31 Janson & Oo, Finsbury circus 

Raixes, Emaa Froxca, Craven Hill grdns Junel Arnould & Son, New court 

Repay, EvizapeTa Ayn, Deal May15 Brown & Browa, D:2al 

Rixey, Isaac, Burslem, Beerseller May 10 Mayer, Burslem 

Roserts, Rosert, Hyde pk May10 White, New inn 

Rosinson, Letitia, Sydenham May13 Robinson & Stannard, Eastcheap 

Boome. » Pee Auterns, Cockermouth, Esq May 22 Johnson & Master, Theo- 
8 


Rususroox, Rosert, Battersea May 20 Draper & Son, Vincent sq 

Sxece, Lyp1a Saran, Shepherds Bush May 20 Nield & Strouts 

Stone, Eowarp Cuar.xs, Douglas,Gent May 12 Field, Manchester 

Gusnepaee, Bexsauix, Bredbury, Chester, Cotton Yara Dresser Barber, Ashton under 


Teonsa, Masnanete Mary, Cardigan April 30 Jenkins & Evans, Cardigan 
Txesipper, Joun Eowarp, New Kentrd May13 Watson & Co, Bouveriest 

Tuckey, Cuaries Cautreitp, Kew May 31 Flint & Gardner, St Helens pl 

Turner, Mania, Newcastle on Tyne May 22 Drake & Co, Rood lane 

Twist, CuaRes, King’s Norton, Gent May 18 Fowke & Son, Birmingham 

Wais, Ricnarp, Bond st, Tailor May 25 Pike, Old Burlington st 

Warsoy, Wittram Henry, Waterloo, Lancs, Corn Merchant May 27 Ayrton & Uo, 


Liverpool ; 
Weaves, Exvizasern, Shrewsbury April 30 Stevens, Shrewsbury 
Woop, Tuomas, jun, Commercial rd, Tobacconist May 14 Hextall, Basinghall st 





Oxp anv Rane Fins Insurance Pouicres, &c., wanted to complete a 
Collection. —Particulars, by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London.— 





[Apvr.] 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gasette.—Fatpay, April 12. 


Aspg.a, Jacos, Manchester, Merchant Manchester Pet 
March 19 Ord April 8 
—~} Ceci. Howarv, Wramplingham, Gent Norwich 


bledon, Theatrical Agent 
, Surrey 8 Ord April 8 
Bare. re Ey Stroud, Gloucester Pet April 10 
Ba.pwix atl Holywell, Wine Merchant Glouces- 
ter Pet March 30 Ord April 10 
Braprorp, Gorge Witiiam, Horsham, Musicseller 
Brighton Pet April4 Ord April 8 
Browsett, Cuarites Jacos, Moseley, Manager of Works 
Bi Pet 8 Ord April 8 
cuHanp Water, Herne Bay, 
Pet April 9 
Cuannook, Josern, Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer Brad- 
ford Pet April 9 Ord April 9 
— 8 Hatter High Court Pet 
9 
ele Melton Mowbray, Baker 
prilé Ord April 6 


Cressw8.L, SackvitLe Bawpex, Taunton, Solicitor High 
Court yal Ord => 

Crompton, Atrrep Jorpay, Formby, Hotel Proprietor 
Liverpool Pet 10 ‘Ord April 10 


Bary, Wiruiam Haciey, Wim 
i Pet 


Buagpetr REDERICK 
Buil 


Cots, Taomas 
April 9 


Cravex, Tuomas 
Leicester 


A 
Daviss, OMAS, i chee Licensed Victualler 
Bangor Pet April8 Ord April 8 


Davis, Wit11am, Ystradfellte, Innkeeper Neath Pet 
April 9 Ord April 9 

Dean, Wii114m, Stockton on Tees, Watchmaker Stockton 
on Tees Pet _ 8 Ord April 8 

Gwiwnxets, Jou», Tattenhall, Tailor Chester Pet March 
30 Ord April 10 


Hawkins, Caanies Titian, Oxford, Accountant Oxford 

Pet a 10 Ord il 10 
a Fe ye rae Grocer Plymouth Pet April 
Wiron Oldham, Hosier Oldham Pet April 


McApaun, Nicnoxras, Osbal: rd, Provision Merchant 
High Court Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Mererwa.p, Osporne Spencer, Acton, Surgeon Brentford 
Pet March 238 Ord 9 


April 

Moreax, Davip, Holmer, Cattle Dealer Hereford Pet 
Aprili_ Ord April 10 

Munpay, Wiiu1am Henry, and Siseteton Munypay 
Beadtect, Ironfounders "Bradford Pet March 29 Ord 

Murray, Wu1i1am Henny, Manchester, Teacher of Music 
Manchester Pet April’8 Ord April 8 

Murr, Wriu1am, Greenwich, Publican Greenwich Pet 
March 1 Ord April 9 


Oakes, Epwarp, Enville, Farmer Stourbridge Pet April 
1 ‘Ord April 1 

Pauuett, AL¥rep James, Erdington, Clothier Birmingham 
Pet March 30 Ord April 9 

Parpery, Wiiuam, Tring, Clicker Northampton Pet 
April9 Ord April 9 

Paris, Wutu1am Henry, and Tuomas Arravr Paris. 
i Jewellers Liverpool Pet April 9 Ord 

i9 

Pooiz, Exxex, Southwark, Widow High Court Pet Jan 

22 Ord April 10 


Procter, Witt1am, Mexborough, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
April 10 Ord April 10 

ae hy Gent Kingston, Surrey Pet March 
16 5 

Roserts, Jouxn Henry, Cheadle, Boot Maker Longton 
Pet April 9 Ord April 9 

Rocersoy, Josern Kirxparnick, Acton, Draper Brent- 
ford Pet Ord April 9 


Ro oom Taos inte, i Merthyr Tydfil Pet 

pins, Evaw. w er 

April 9 Ord April 9 if 

Russevt, Joun Ray, Jarrow on Tyne, Tailor Newcastle 
on Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Sear.e, Faepericn, Westminster, Job Master High 
s pril8 Ord April 8 

Cone re Cannock, Farmer Walsall Pet April 10 

0 
ae ry ke | Bicester, Chemist Oxford Pet 
i 6 

Sairn, Faepsrics, Selby, Fruit Commission Agent York 

Pet April 9 9 


Ord A: 

Srartetox, Gores wey Porrer, Ufford, Farmer 
Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Tuorrs, Joux, Boston, Baker Boston Pet April9 Ord 


Towns, ana, Sandwich, Carrier Canterbury Pet April 
8 8 


Towse, Jou», Swinton, Yorks, Farmer Scarborough Pet 

April§ Ord April 8 

Wacxee, Arruur Percy, Ryhope, Pork Butcher Sunder- 
land Pet AprilS Ord Aprils ~ 


Westoort, Atrazp Tuomas, Weymouth, Tailor Dor- 
chester Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Wo, 7a ar, Grocer Bradford Pet April 10 

Wass, Somme Billinghay, Farmer Boston Pet April 9 

The be ag ee notice is substituted for that 

published in the London Gazette of March 29 :— 

Piumeipes, Emanug. Wii11am, Gt Marlow, Farmer 
Aylesbury Pet Ord March 26 


James, Jounw 
6 Ord A) 


Vixeat, James Samust, Peckham rye, 
High Court Pet Ord March 11 
RECEIVING ORDER AND ADJUDICATION 

ANNULLED AND PETITION DISMISSED. 


Carew, Hexar Gzonaz, ey wt a Soli- 
oo Se Ree Ord 16 Adjud 
16- & Diamad of Petz April 4 





AnusTRONG, Soe, Cee, Bae April 23 at 1 


Of N Lyme 
Barzan Winn Dats, Torquay, Chemist April 27 at 11 
Brp Wim Hewry, Colchester, Harness Maker 
May 1 at 11.30 Townhall, Colchester 
BawiT Oit Boo ito James, Burslem, Builder April 23 at 
Beanas, ee everintige Builder Apeil 28 at 2 Talbot 
B ,» Evear Ha 22 at 
 % AR nig pole, Engineer April 
Brows, Henry, Scholar Green, Ches, Proprietor 
Burpett , oe; oe Watrer, Herne Bay 
Builder 26 at 12.30 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, 


Cieee, Jonx aur, Stockton on Tees, y cangeon April 19 


= DF pes ——— on 

LLERY, WILLIAM Hexry —— 2 Merchant April 
19 at 11.80 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Esrasroox, Caanies Evoene, Huddersfield, Dentist April 


@@at10 Off wohall chmbrs, Halifax 
Fanau & Co,C » 
Off Reo, 45, 


Fiimer, Taomas alberton, Butcher April 24 at 
3 Dolphin Chichester 

Harris, Danrew, Bilsoe, Carrier April 22 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Hearsxer, James, we Stonemason May 2 at 2 

Hovexinsoy, Rosert Henry, Burslem, ectioner April 
23 at 12.30 Off Rec, Newcastle under L 

Hosrcoop, Wituam Joux, Morchard , Licensed 
Victualler April 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford 
circus, Exeter 

Hovsprex, Hersert, Saffron Walden, Publican April 22 
atiz Off Cam 


Ree, 6 
ae | Bates te 8, ota Tailor April 24 at 2.30 
Rec, lane, Sheffie 

Junege, Soem Grocer April 19 at 10.30 Off Ree, 

Joxgs, Davin, a » Merchant April 20 at 12 

Key, J; st April 24at2.90 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Lawes, , A Benwer, Folkestone, Student April 26 at 1 
Off 78, Castle * Ca 

Nayuior, Wi ,» Plumber April 22 at 12 Off 
Ree, 22, row, Leeds 

Patwer, Atsert Gronce, Bermondsey, Dairyman April 
ee Beanees eee Sean 

Paton, Grores Barcuay Bravos, B , Company 
Promoter April 24 at 12 Bankrupt Dace, Oneey 

Pickworts, Cuartes Epwix Joux, oe Ry 
Manufacturer April 25 at 11 bldgs, 





Carey st 
Paice, Tuomas Evwarp, Tipton, Tobacconist April 22 at 
10 Off Rec, 


ee See April 22 at 11 Off 
Quiresy, toaao, Bik’ Kensington, Baker April 25 at 12 


st 
Ratcuirre, THomas, Butcher April 24 at 3 29, 


RyMer, tee Licensed Victualler April 26 at 
Off Ree, 14, st, Preston 
Rosins, Evan, Dowlais, Oilseller April 19 at 12 Off Reo, 
yr 
; J 5 April 24 at 3 
so i 8 Ru Ge Sheffield, Currier April 24 at 
HARD, 
ne ALTER Ric " 


Siupsoyx, Joux, April 25 at 


® ee 
Sarr, Faxoeaio, Bethy rut Agent April 23 at 12.30 


ama 


Groves. comes , Thirsk, Innkeeper April 22 at 11.30 Court 

vay ye Gaaxvitis, Canterbury April 26 at 
1.30 Ree, 73, Castle st, 

Towsr, H Cuicuester, Clerk April 24 at 2.30 

April 26at9 Off Rec, 

April 19 at 12.30 24, 

April 19 at 12 Off 





Barmy, Wu11am Hacier, Wimbledon, Theatrical Agent 
Surrey 


Rec, To 

‘Worcester, — April 23 at 11 30 

‘ st, Worcester I 
ENRY 

Hotel, 





pwien eas , Oil Merchant Bir 

ey 
Pet Apell 3 April 9 

Ev. Ricnargp Pontypridd, Ironmonger Ponty- 





‘McApau, Stoke Merchant 
Court 10 10 
ptewet,. Wiittas Seen, stor, Poacher of Munic 
Manchester Pet 8 Ord g 
Oaxrs, Epwaxp, Pet April 


Ord 

(Patuerr, Auraep J. Erdingtov, Clothier Birming- 
a ham’ Pet March 80 Ord 

ARB 


cry, Wituam, Tring, 
Pant Youn Sarat Parmer St Albans Pet March 2 
Pane, Sypxsy Prxz, Mantle Maker Sheffield 





rege om  mevegas Farmer Warwick Pet 
Wace See ie oy, I Porkbutcher Sunder- 
Wan VS Liverpool Pet 
wee ee Wandsworth Pet 
“er Fides Onl Spe 
Wi Tou Lewis Hanay, 7 med 
Wee aos I Gorn Br Kingston upon Hal 
bad em my my me ney od for pub- 


staple 
Kawaham’ Adjud Sept 29, 1006 8, 1606 
London Gasette.—Tuxspvar, April 16. 
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Ord_April 11 
P 


a ey — F Joszrn, Ipswich, Coal Merchant Ips- 
wich Aprils Ord ~ 
Nicuours, Joux Epwanp, , Butcher Newport, 


Mon Pet Aprili1 Ord April 11 
Raxpatt, Jouw Suxrazrp, Chatham, ee Maker 
Rochester Pet gh 11 Ord April 1 
Gavase, Jon», Farmer Deatiny Pet April 11 
ll 
Sroxes, ore Gamaas, Leicester, Publican Leicester 
Pet April 11 Ord April 11 
Tmiopox, Atrrep AsrrNA.t, ye Zhesteo Manager 
Ap 
Consett, Licensed bo coma Newcastle 
a. — 30 Ord April 11 
Low Moor, Plumber Bradford Pet 
April 1 Ford Apa 11 


FIRST MEETINGS. _ 
Capiz, Hexay, Carmarthen, Hotel Proprietor April 24 
at1l Grand Hotel, Bristol 
Cuauszrs, Joux Heauuixc, Birmingham, Confectioner 
26 at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham. 
Com, ae Farleton, Victualler April 27 at 
120, 


K 

Saal Manoaner, Draper April 25 at 12 Off 

Park row, 

Evans, Ricnarp Monnis, Pontypridd, Ironmon April 
23 at10 Off Rec, 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Ry i Gocese. Kirkby Stephen, Clogger April 27 at 


11.45 
Farrs, hn Levens, Butcher April 27 at 12.15 120, 


’ 

Georor, Walren Goopatt, Hunnington, Licensed Victu- 
aller April 23 at 1.45 Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge 
Nerrietoy, Wiii1am, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper April 25 

atll Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Oaxzs, Epwanp, Enville, Farmer April 23 at 2.15 Talbot 


Ricuarvs, Wiuuram, Swansea, Merchant April 23 at 2 
Royal Hotel, High st, Swansea 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Briackxsury, Epwiy, Cleckheaton, Card Manufacturer 
a Bradford Pet A S11 Ord Apel it % 
jRoOOKER, Groroe, u) rpenter ings et 
April 11 Ord April 11 
Browse, Evizasetu Jane, Paignton, Outfitter Plymouth 
Pet A ll Ord Apr ll 


Couesy, ‘aves James, 
April 11 Ord 


ll 
Drew, J Isaac eb ree Innkeeper Barnstaple 
0 
ALTER ents, Hunnington, Licensed Vic- 
Pet April 10 Ord April 10 
Gray, tanter ‘Stourbr itham, Tanner Gt Grimsby Pet 
April 11 Ord April 11 
Love, Epwarp James, Truro, Florist Truro Pet April 11 
Ord April 11 


Moren, Jonny, Tonbridge, Fruiterer Tunbridge Wells Pet 
March 6 ‘Ord A 
ees Joun — Pewsey, Seed Merchant Swindon 





orwich, Currier Norwich Pet 


Ord 11 
sna, Seer eo Lydney, Butcher Newport, Mon 
1 


Ord April 11 

Parzst, Evoar, Cardiff, Merchant Cardiff Pet March 
2 Ord April 10 

Surrn, ee omy, Seed Merchant York Pet April 
9 April 

Sroxes, Faepericx Cuarves, Leicester, Publican Leices- 
ter Pet April 11 Ord April 11 

Rawpaur, Joun Snernerp, Chatham, Pattern Maker 

10 Ord April 11 
Ray, Atrrep, Wi , Builder Wandsworth Pet 
1 Ord April 11 
— a See, Farmer Dewsbury Pet April 10 


1 
Woo ih Ord yee A om Plumber Bradford Pet 


Pen. clase Fog LLED. 
Wi , Natuay, Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer 
E Adjud May 17, 1804 Annul March 15 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Ant See. Fisup & Sons, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
clock, Freehold and Leasehold 


and Ground- 
this week, p. 


4). 
age ee Messrs. Beax, Burner, & Exprier, at the 
eg at ot2 o'clock, Freehold Ground-rents, 1 ‘ouses, 
Tide Police (see advertisements, week, 


Apri 35.—Mems. Faspenoritas, Exxis, Crank, & Co., at 
o'clock, Freehold Ground-rent, Free- 


held Properties, axa t, 
——- adver- 
Pa ERE at E.C., at 2 
Sen iaesheiones an Saxton le 








ORIENT COMPANY'S PLEASURE CRUISES. 


GARONNE,” 6 tons 
EP he. oe 
wEaw and ; bn fi 


will nevis ee on the 10th 10th May for Paresrz, Raavsa, 
Conru, Maura. do on th Ma Avorers, and Greratran, 


arziving ot Lotion on 38 
‘enice should on ee eee 


the 11 "tala Bw hae 
pay Eee <n from EL frm Landon t Venice, 
electric light, electric hot and cold 
a & . 
Sanageee: 5. ve Sp Stee Satan: Ge 
For Sper tthe Westend liranch tee | #24 Gonos 


18 Cola —or Office, 














CAMBERWELL AND DENMARK HILL. 
Valuable Freehold na. ener peeing o cate 
o 

N ESSRS. DRIVER & t CO. will OFFER 
LVI to AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 
Lothbury, on Le an gt 3 the 30th of APRIL, 1895, at 
TWO o'clock precisely, ayed the following valuable 
FREEHOLD PREMI és, viz. 

ARBUTUS LODGE and IVY LODGE (Nos. 202 and 
204, Denmark-hill), let on repairing leases, at moderate 
rents, together amounting to £195 a year. 

NORFOLK LODGE (No. 145, Coldharbour-lane), esti- 
mated rent, £65 a year. 

CEDAR LODGE (No. 133, Coldharbour-lane), let on re- 
pairing lease, at the moderate rent of £70 a year. 

WOODLEIGH (No. 131, Coldharbour-lane), let on 
annual tenancy at £60 a year. 

COOMBE LODGE (No. 129, Coldharbour-lane), let on 
three years’ agreement at £75 a year. 

No. 119, COLDHARBOUR-LANE, let on repairing 
lease, at the moderate rent of £105 a year. 

Nos. 123, 125, and 127, COLDHARBOUR-LANE, let on 
repairing lease, at the moderate rent of £126 a year. 

No. 121, COLDHARBOUR-LANE, let at 18s. a week. 

Particulars of Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, & 
Barham, Solicitors, 12, New-court, a) ry Lincoln’s- 
_ Rak .C.; and of Messrs. Driver & Co., 4, Whitehall, 

ndon. 


CAMBERWELL, LOU GH8OROUGH JUNCTION, AND 
DENMARK HILL. 

Valuable Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £680 18s. a 
year, secured on property of the estimated rental value of 
£6,150 a year. 

N ESSRS. DRIVER & CO. will OFFER 

4 to AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 

Lothbury, on MOND. AY and TUESDAY, 29th and 30th 

AFRIL, at TWO o’clock precisely, in n 62 Lots, the following 


FREEHOLD GROUND RENTS :- nai 
Term lessees 








Lat. Destription. junexpired| rent. |rental 
value. 
(The Green Man P. H.,| |e] £ 


Coldharbour-lane, and| 
la to 5a, Hinton- road, 
and Nos. 227 and 229,| 
Coldharbour-lane ... 713 | 140 0| 750 
2 |199 and 199a, Coldhar-| 
| bour-lane ................. ist 15 0 90 
8 to 8/1 to 6, Southwell- -terrace| 78 30 0) #180 
9 to 12/191 to 197 (odd Nos.),| 
| Coldharbour-lane ...... 21 2710; 189 
13 to 16/173 to 189 (odd Nos.), do., 
and 1, Cambria-road . | 463 27 0! 396 
17 |The Enterprise P. H..,| 
171, Cold rbour-lane| 46} 20 0; 150 
18 & 19/1 to 5, Albert-cottages.| 
and 3 and 5, Cambria-| 
ws 463 15 0| 222 
20 & 21/1 to 25 | (odd Nos.), Park- 
GUUINOO oncom cc cecaneemess | 463 | 20 0!| 392 
22 to 26149 to 169 (odd Nos. .)s| 
Coldharbour-lane, and 
47 and 49, Vaughan-| 








463 | 44 0! 514 


road 
27 «6, 7, 8, and 9, Harbour-/ 





46} 9 0; 198 
28 to wia7 to 45 (odd “sieaiy 
Vaughan-road | 463 25 0; 320 
31 to 367 and oO Cambria-road,| 
| and 2 to 24 (even Nos.),| 
Vaughan-road ......... } 463 40 0| 459 
37 to 42/26 to 44 (even Nos.), = (33% to 46 37 18| 334 
43 & 44/46 and 48 86 14-0 70 
45 to 47) 188 to 143 (0d Nos. yl 


147, Coldharbour-lane|30} & 40}, 51 12 
wth-road .. ‘| 443 | 25 0 


320 

66, 280 
49 to 60/4 ‘to 64 (even Nos), 

| Lowth-road.. |i to 44}, 110 18 | 946 

61 (2, Lowth-road, ‘and 99 
= (odd Nos.), Wen 

300 


er-road 
62 110 on 112, Pe 
| road, and to 6a, 
yo My sdeiutiiesSitanaas | 7 


Particulars of Messrs. Sharpe. & 
Barham, Solicitors, 12, New-court, street, Lincoln’s- 
inn ; and of Messrs. Driver & Co., 4, itehall, London. 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
4 street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


To EXECUTORS.—VALUATIONS. 
ESSRS. CHANCELLOR & SONS 
undertake VALUATIONS for Probate and all 
yt ge  — ry 
uction, on $ 
Richmond. Weak Siena Ascot and Sunningdale, Berks. 


READWELL & WRIGHT, 8D ag Anew 
court, Temple, W.C., lege one 

















sett itl certs 


for ay ne pe 





SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1895. 
[Vi BSE. | FAREEROTHER, 
CLARE, & 00. Naa te announce that the follo 
toe held a the mod for Mart, To! SS tw BS 
01 
of England, E.C. :— 








— April 25 Thurs., June 27 Thurs., 26 
Thurs., May 2 Thurs., July 11 Thurs., 10 
Wed., May 15 Thurs., July 18 Thurs., Oct. 24 
urs., May 30 Thurs., July 25 Thurs., Nov. 14 
Thurs., June 6 urs., Ang. 1 Thurs., Nov. 23 
Thaurs., June 13 Thurs., Aug. 15 Thurs., Dec. 5 
Wed., June 19 Thurs., Aug. 4 Thurs., Dec. 12 








Thurs. 
Other appointments for iammodiinte Sales will also be 
3 & Co. publish in the 


advertisement columns of “The every Saturday 
a list of their forth Bales by Auction. They 

from time to time schedules of ies to be let 
or sold, com: and iden‘ estates, farms, 


street, Temple-bar, and 18, Old -street, EB. 


STRAND and NOTTING HILL. 
Preliminary.—By order of Trustees. 
318, STRAND. —Cumnealine Freehold Corner Shop and 
, for man: — in the occupation of Mr. Samuel 
Henry Freeman ye occupying @ prominent 
position in this iatne eae ess th fare, at the 
corner of ioe pan and almost immediately opposite 
frontage to the Strand of 
over 18 feet, Ww wi a. return “tunlaan of about 40 feet, 
The premises co. shop, basement, four well- 
Spell Eeeen een teed cos Manuel let on lease at the 
pace” Aenea Ls £165 per annum for a term of 25 
years ex: at 1896, when the sien: 
~ A he ey poe eo 
NOTTING HILL.—The Leasehold Shop and 
No. 114, Portobello-road, held for about 48 Sane ane unex- 
Bs compel Feet @ pcogmm, and let to and 
Saw . James Hardie & Sons, Hair- 
MT ESSES. 


a Se ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. will SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MAY ith, 1995, a TWO ¢ clock, in ‘Two ‘aie toe abend 
» a °’ e ve 
EHOLD and LEASEHOLD PROPERTIES. 

c may be obtained of Messrs. Merriman, Pike, 
& Merriman, —_ = A E.C. ; at the Mart, 
E.C.; and of Messrs. brother, Clark, & Co., 29, 

Fleet-street, Temple-bar, and 18, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


SALE APPOINTMENTS FOR 1895. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 


ESSRS. H. % FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(successors Marsh, Milner, & Co.) conduct 
PERIODICAL BALES on the first ursday in each 
—, hout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 


,z 
REVERSIONS Absolute and t 
Life oo nang pA Annuities. parece 








Life Polici: 

Shares and I Debentures 

tee indies interests Debts and Bonds, and 

of Estates, “Toes ‘own and Coun Houses, B 
tai Investments, Ground-rents, + ae. my 
will also be held every month. The following are the tates 
fixed for 1896 :— 
May 2. | 3 July 17. [ October 16. 
May 15. August 1. November 7. 
June August 14. November 20. 
June 19. September 5 December 5. 
ie 4. October 3. 18. 
oom are invited to communicate 


rs and pi 
the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 


REVEESIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS 
Fm LANDED or FUNDED or aa or BM 





ies and Annuities 
a thereon the rte the EQUITABLE | RE- 
VERSIONARY bate y (LIMITED LIMITED), 10, 


Waterloo 
1835. Capital, £500,000. hooey 
oe ge | cent 





EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ASD MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Jutiaal Bench, Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
, and Olerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Law W: 





























